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TRANSLATOR'S   PREFACE. 


My  cliief  object  in  translating  Dr.  Fischer's 
excellent  work  on  Bacon  and  the  realistic  phi- 
losophy, was  to  lay  before  English  readers  a  brief 
but  complete  digest  of  two  books,  which,  all* 
important  as  they  are  in  the  history  of  science, 
are  most  assuredly  commended  much  oftener  than 
they  are  read.  Whatever  veneration  may  be  paid 
in  England  to  the  treatise  '^  De  Augmentis  Sci- 
entiarum^'  and  to  the  ''Novum  Organum,"  few 
indeed  are  the  students  who  would  elaborate  for 
themselves  so  perfect  a  summary  of  the  doctrines 
contained  in  those  celebrated  productions  as  is 
presented  by  Dr.  Fischer  within  the  space  of  a 
few  brief  chapters.  Whether  his  estimate  of  the 
English    philosopher    merits   approval    or  not, 

the  value  of  the  descriptive  part  of  his  book 
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remains  indubitable.  To  heighten  this  value^  and 
to  bring  Bacon  more  immediately  before  the 
reader  than  he  is  in  the  original  German,  I  have 
given  extracts  in  the  margin,  where  Dr.  Fischer 
has  only  given  references;  and  wherever  it  has 
been  possible,  I  have  introduced  the  Baconian 
words  into  the  text. 

In  performing  the  work  of  translation,  I  have 
endeavoured,  as  much  as  possible,  to  make  my 
version  readable.  Dr.  Fischer  does  not,  it  is  true, 
indulge  in  those  technicalities  which  have  been 
introduced  into  the  German  language  by  the  suc- 
cessors of  Kant ;  indeed,  with  the  exception  of  a 
few  Kantisms,  generally  explained  by  the  context, 
his  book  is  free  from  technicalities  altogether. 
Nevertheless,  the  German  language,  indepen- 
dently of  the  influence  of  philosophical  schools, 
contains  expressions  which  cannot  be  verbally 
rendered  without  producing  a  result  totally  unin- 
telligible to  any  one  but  a  German  scholar.  I 
have,  therefore,  endeavoured  to  render  sentence 
for  sentence  rather  than  word  for  word,  certain 
that  I  should  thus  render  a  greater  service  to  the 
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generality  of  readers  than  by  encumbering  the  text 
with  a  number  of  strange  compounds^  utterly  at 
variance  with  the  genius  of  the  English  language. 
Some  readers,  perhaps,  will  think  I  might  have 
gone  farther  in  tlus  respect,  and  adopted  more 
familiar  expressions  than  (for  instance)  '*  realistic'^ 
and  '' naturalistic.''  To  these  I  reply,  that  the 
abolition  of  all  apparently  pedantic  expi^essions 
would  produce  ambiguity.  To  ordinary  ears, 
''real  philosophy  "  would  sound  as  the  antithesis 
to  sham  philosophy,  rather  than  to  any  form  of 


Where  Dr.  Fischer's  marginal  references  have 
obviously  been  made  for  a  German  pubKc  only,  I 
have  taken  the  liberty  to  omit  them,  and  in  some 
cases,  where  I  thought  further  elucidation  neces- 
sary, I  have  added  a  note,  signed  with  my  own 
initials.  With  the  same  view,  I  have  inserted  two 
appendices. 

J.  O. 

London :  September,  1857. 
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Thb  theatre  of  modem  philosophy  is  a  field  of 
battle,  wherein  two  opposite  and  hostile  ten- 
dencies— Realism  and  Idealism — contend  with 
each  other  in  asserting  claims  to  tmth.  These 
tendencies  are  not  merely  systems,  but  kinds  of 
philosophy  that  in  no  age  but  a  modem  one 
could  become  so  conscious  of  their  mutual  differ- 
ence, or  so  definitely  and  clearly  express  it.  If 
we  were  to  compare  scientific  with  dramatic  op- 
position, the  realists  and  idealists  would  be  the 
two  adyerae  choruses  in  the  drama  of  modem 
philosophy.  The  opposite  parties  will  not  be 
silent  until  their  union  is  effected,  until  the  modes 
of  thought,  now  strained  against  each  other,  be- 
come BO  interpenetrated,  that  both  are  saturated 
alike.  For  each  lives  only  in  the  weaknesses  and 
defects  of  its  adversary.  The  boimdaries  between 
them  wiU  be  passed  when  they  are  clearly  under- 
stood ;  that  is  to  say,  when  each  party  recognises 
the  strength  of  its  adversary,  and  appropriates  it  to 
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itself.  Many  attempts  to  produce  this  result  have 
been  made  during  the  first  period  of  our  philo- 
sophy. If  we  accurately  consider  the  matter,  we 
shall  find  that  realism  and  idealism,  from  the 
time  of  their  modem  origin,  have  described  not 
parallel  but  convergent  paths,  which,  at  the 
same  time,  have  met  at  one  common  point.  This 
point  at  which  the  idealistic  and  realistic  ten- 
dencies crossed,  as  at  a  common  vertex,  was  the 
Kantian  philosophy,  which  has  taken  account  of 
them  both  and  united  them  in  their  elements.  In 
this,  as  indeed  in  every  respect,  it  has  set  up  a 
standard,  which  must  serve  as  a  polar  star  to  all 
subsequent  philosophy.  If,  at  the  present  day, 
we  are  asked,  how  we  shall  follow  the  right  track 
in  philosophy,  we  must  answer,  by  a  most  ac- 
cJte  stud/ of  Kant.  Since  hi'  time  the« 
has  not  been  a  philosopher  of  importance,  who 
has  not  desired  to  be  at  once  a  realist  and  an 
idealist.  If  the  name  had  been  sufficient,  the 
great  and  all-pervading  problem  that  occupies  the 
mind  of  modem  philosophy  would  have  already 
been  solved  more  than  once.  All  these  self- 
called  ideal-realistic,  or  real-idealistic,  attempts  do 
f  not,   indeed,   prove  that  they   have  solved  the 

problem,  but  they  prove  that  it  is  recognised  and 
admitted.     It  ia  sufficient  for  us  to  establish  the 
fact  that  the  problem  exists,  and,  without  opposi- 
r  tion  worthy  of  note,  is  everywhere  regarded  as  all- 
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important.*  Nevertheless  the  contest  continues^ 
and  the  idealistic  systems  of  the  Germans^  however 
realistic  they  would  appear,  have  always  found 
realism  arrayed  against  them.  The  two  tenden- 
cies are  again  divergent,  and  the  divergency  is 
not  to  be  got  rid  of  by  any  new  name  or  formula. 
German  idealism  would  have  been  much  bene- 
fited if  it  had  made  itself  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  its  adversary,  and  learned  to  appropriate  the 
strength  of  that  adversary  to  itself,  in  order  to 
shun  the  more  securely  the  accompanying  defects. 
Our  German  idealists  have  no  right  to  treat  the 
English  empirical  philosophers  with  so  much  su- 
perciliousness ;  and  with  a  few  words  to  consign 
them  to  the  contempt  of  their  disciples,  as  mere 
"  unspeculative ''  intellects,  more  especially  as 
Leibnitz  by  no  means  thought  it  beneath  him  to 
honour  Locke  with  a  close  examination,  but  by  his 
"  Nouveaux  Essais  sur  I'Entendement  Humain," 
did  greater  service  to  German  philosophy  than  all 
the  philosophical  writings  that  appeared  among\Ls 
prior  to  Kanf  s  "  Critique  of  Pure  Reason.''  His 
example  has  not  been  followed.  If  German 
philosophy  is  looked  upon  in  England  and  France 
as  (German  dreaming,  we  ought  not  to  repay  one 
wrong  with  another,  but  are  bound  to  deprive  the 

•  «  Gaitig,"  litcndly  "  Talid ;-  but  the  word  would  hardly  U 
fore&le  enou^  in  this  place.  — J.  O. 
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reproach  of  its  force,  hy  Bhowing  tliat,  without 
dreaming   and  without  prejudice,  we  recognise 
foreign  philosophers,  and  appreciate  them  to  the 
extent  of  their  deserts,  especially  as  in  matters  of 
science  ever;  act  of  injustice  betokens  ignorance. 
Francis  Bacon  is  still  regarded  hy  his  coontiT'- 
men  as  the  greatest  philosopher  of  England ;  and 
in  this  opinion  they  are  perfectly  right.     He  is 
the  founder  of  that  philosophy  which  is  called  the 
realistic,  which  exercised  so  powerful  an  influence 
upon   even  Leibnitz  and   Kant,  to  which  Kant 
especially  was  indebted  for  the  last  impulses  to 
his  epoch-making  works,  and  to  which  France 
paid  homage  in  the  eighteenth  century.     Now 
this  very  philosopher,  of  the   first  rank  among 
the  realists,  is  not  only  still  without  that  acknow- 
ledgment in  Oermaay,  which  is  his  due,  but  he 
has  never  even  been  treated  of  by  any  German 
in  a  thorough  and  satisfactory  manner.     In  our 
histories  and  compendia  of  modem   philosophy, 
Bacon  plays  either  no  part  at  all,  or  at  best  but  a 
very  insignificant  and  subordinate   part,  as  one 
among  others  who  made  his   appearance  during 
the  strange  transition  from  mediteval  to  modem 
sophy.     Some  rank  him  with  the  natural 
sopbers  of  Italy,  with  whom  Bacon,  if  we 
d  the  principal  point,  has  scarcely  more  in 
aon  than  the  expression  "natural   philoso- 
;"  and  firom  whom  he  is  distinguished  not 
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only  by  his  mode  of  thought,  which  is  entirely 
different,  but  also  by  his  relation  to  antiquity, 
which  in  this  case  offers  a  fitting  standard.  Others 
express  his  relation  to  modem  philosophy  by 
placing  him  by  the  side  of  the  Grerman  mystic, 
Jacob  Bohme,  with  whom  he  has  nothing  in 
common  but  the  first  letter  of  his  name.  In  a 
word,  most  of  the  opinions  respecting  Bacon, 
which  are  uttered  among  the  Germans,  especially 
those  most  prominent,  are  as  superficial  as  they 
are  unsatisfactory  and  incorrect.  If  this  had  not 
been  the  case  I  should  have  had  some  reasons  the 
less  for  writing  this  book,  in  which  I  endeavour 
to  do  justice  to  the  importance  of  Bacon. 

It  may  be  objected  that  the  points  of  contact 
between  the  German  and  English  philosophy — 
between  Idealism  and  Realism — are  less  to  be 
found  in  Bacon  himself,  than  in  some  of  his  sue* 
cessors ;  that  it  was  not  Bacon,  but  Hume,  who 
influenced  Kant,  not  Bacon,  but  Locke,  who  in- 
fluenced Leibnitz ;  that  Spinoza,  if  he  was  affected 
by  the  English  at  all,  was  influenced  not  by 
Bacon  but  by  Hobbes;  and  (as  is  well  known) 
invariably  spoke  of  Bacon  in  terms  of  contempt. 
To  this  I  shall  answer  that  it  was  Bacon  who 
was  opposed  by  Descartes,  the  acknowledged 
founder  of  dogmatical  idealism.  As  for  those 
realists,  who  have  come  into  contact  with  the  op- 
posite  philo6(^hy,    as  represented   by   Spinoza, 
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Leibnitz,  and  Kant,  this  work  is  intended  to 
prove  that  the  Hobbes,  Lockes  and  Humes,  are  all 
descendants  from  Bacon ;  that  in  him  they  all  took 
root,  and  that  without  him  they  cannot  be  truly 
explained  and  accounted  for,  but  merely  be  un- 
derstood in  a  fragmentary  and  cursory  manner. 
Bacon  is  the  creator  of  the  realistic  philosophy, 
the  period  of  which  is  throughout  a  development 
of  Baconian  genius,  so  that  every  one  of  its  forma- 
tions is  a  metamorphosis  of  the  Baconian  philo- 
sophy. To  this  day  realism  has  had  on  its  side 
no  greater  mind  than  its  founder  Bacon ;  no  one 
who  has  represented  the  true  realistic  mind,  ex- 
ulting in  all  its  frdness  of  life,  so  broadly  and  at 
the  same  time  so  characteristically;  so  circum- 
spectly, and  at  the  same  time  under  such  an 
ideal  aspect,  and  so  high  in  its  aspirations;  no 
one  in  whom  the  limits  of  this  mind  are  so 
definitely  and  naturally  exhibited.  Bacon^s  phi- 
losophy is  the  liveliest  expression  of  realism,  and 
at  the  same  time  wholly  free  from  affectation. 
After  the  systems  of  a  Spinoza  and  a  Leibnitz 
had  long  influenced  me,  filled  my  thoughts,  and,  as 
it  were,  absorbed  me  into  themselves,  the  occupa- 
tion with  the  works  of  Bacon  seemed  to  me  like 
a  new  life,  the  fruits  of  which  I  collected  in  this 
volume.  If  I  resign  myself  to  the  impression 
which  is  made  by  the  Baconian  philosophy  as  a 
whole,  and  which  ever  enlists  the  imagination  on 
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its  side,  I  feel  that  there  is  something  in  it  that 
in  a  most  peculiar,  and  at  the  same  time 
natural  manner,  distinguishes  it  firom  other  works 
of  European  philosophy.  In  its  orderly  and  vi- 
gorous fulness  of  life,  that  excludes  all  artificial 
regularity,  this  philosophy,  like  an  English  park, 
is  totaUy  free  from  all  formal  trimming ;  or,  to  ex- 
press myself  more  cogently,  it  has,  like  the  mighty 
island  that  gives  it  birth,  nothing  inland  about 
it.  I  can  easily  understand  that  Bacon  is  re- 
garded as  the  national  English  philosopher  j9ar 
excellence. 

Bacon  stands  in  the  same  relation  to  Realism 
as  that  in  which  Descartes  stands  to  dogmatic 
Idealism,  Leibnitz  to  German  **  enlightenment,'' 
Kant  to  modem  philosophy.  He  opens  the  path 
which  others  pursue,  by  following  his  traces.  Hence 
I  have  treated  him  as  much  in  detaU,  the  others  as 
concisely  as  possible,  having  adopted  a  similar  plan 
in  another  work  with  respect  to  Leibnitz  and  the 
Oerman  philosophers  of  the  eighteenth  century. 
The  scientific  importance  which  I  attach  to  Bacon, 
and  the  limits  set  by  the  plan  of  my  work,  may 
justify  this  mode  of  treatment.  My  purpose  was  to 
exhibit  the  Baconian  philosophy,  and  from  this  basis 
to  deduce  the  theories  of  the  philosophers  who  suc- 
ceeded him.  If  the  English  philosophy  is  depen- 
dent on  Bacon,  and  the  French  philosophy  of  the 
eighteenth  century  dependent  upon  that,  I  could 
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do  no  more  with  respect  to  the  latter^  than  desig- 
nate the  philosophical  position  which  it  occupies^ 
especially  as  it  is  my  design  in  another  mono- 
graphy  to  review  more  closely  the  group  of  these 
French  philosophers. 

While  this  book  constitutes  an  independent 
work  in  itself^  distinct  from  my  general  work  on 
the  history  of  modern  philosophy^  I  will  own  that 
it  is  so  far  related  to  it  that  the  subject  treated 
there  is  not  treated  here.  This  is  in  accordance 
with  the  object  of  the  book ;  for  Bacon  and  his 
successors,  although  they  form  a  necessary  supple- 
ment to  modem  philosophy,  and  are  not  without 
influence  on  the  idealistic  branch  of  it,  neverthe- 
less, have  a  separate  and  independent  direction  of 
their  own,  which  does  not  decline  towards  the  op- 
posite side.  For  the  fact  that  both  tendencies 
meet  in  Kant,,  is  a  result  of  the  power  of  attraction 
that  was  exercised  upon  Kant  by  realism. 

The  relation  of  Bacon  to  antiquity,  and  that  of 
his  philosophy  to  Kant,  were  the  first  points  of 
my  subject  to  which  I  directed  my  glance,  and 
which  I  made  clear  to  myself.  In  the  explana- 
tion of  these  points  consisted  my  first  attempts  at 
the  present  work.  This  proved  of  practical  im- 
portance to  myself,  as  it  was  in  a  public  lecture 
on  the  relation  of  Bacon  to  the  ancients,  that  for 
the  first  time,  after  a  lapse  of  seven  years,  I  once 
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more  discoursed  from  an  academical  chair.  The 
philosophical  fieunilty  of  Berlin^  to  whom  I  am  in- 
debted for  that  memorable  honour,  will  allow  me, 
in  remembrance  of  it,  to  dedicate  to  them  this 
book  with  silent  gratitude. 

KuNO  Fischer. 

Heidelberg:  87th  Jamuuy,  1866. 
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CHAPTER  L 

BACOX  OF  ▼BBUUkJC  AS  A  KORAL   AKD  BCISKTIFIG  CRABAGTSB. 

The  great  intellectual  achievements  of  a  man  are 
neyer  00  utterly  distinct  and  separable  from  his 
life  that  he  can  be  one  person  in  his  worldly 
career,  and  entirely  another  in  the  emanations 
of  his  mind.  There  is  always  a  certain  corre* 
spondence  between  the  moral  and  the  scientific 
character,  and  a  mistake  has  been  made  when  the 
character  of  Bacon  has  been  excepted  from  the 
law  of  such  an  analogy.  On  the  other  hand, 
this  law  would  be  very  wrongly  applied  if  we 
attributed  certain  moral  blemishes  and  delin- 
qnencies  affecting  the  life  of  Bacon  to  his  scientific 
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tendency,  or  from  this  tendency  explained  his 
moral  course.  Such  a  relation  would  be  more 
than  analogy,  it  would  be  a  relation  of  cause 
and  effect.  Of  such  an  immediate  influence  of 
the  scientific  upon  the  moral  character,  we  can 
only  speak  with  great  caution,  inasmuch  as  the 
moral  character  precedes  the  scientific  in  order 
of  time,  and  human  characters  generally  do  not 
form  themselves  before  the  mirror  of  science. 
Nevertheless,  there  is  between  the  two  modes  of 
expressing  the  mental  individuality  a  natural 
homogeneity,  which  does  not  consist  in  the  one 
following  the  other,  but  proceeds  from  this :  that 
the  genius  of  the  man  directs  both  to  the  same  ends; 
for  the  genius  of  a  great  individual  remains  the 
same  in  all  its  utterances.  Leibnitz^  with  his  per- 
sonal character,  could  never  have  become  a  phi- 
losopher like  Spinoza,  nor  Bacon  like  Descartes. 
The  scientific  direction  pursued  by  Bacon  fully 
corresponded  to  the  peculiarity  of  his  nature,  to 
his  wants  and  inclinations ;  and  this  direction  was 
greatly  favoured  by  his  moral  disposition.  Indeed, 
without  such  a  cooperation  of  the  mental  powers, 
no  great  intellectual  achievement  is  possible. 

It  is  wrong  to  blame  or  pity  Bacon  because, 
being  a  scientific  character  of  the  first  rank,  he 
was  at  the  same  time  too  ambitious  to  prefer  the 
repose  of  a  scientific  life  to  the  charms  of  high 
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and  influential  office*  Bacon  himself,  in  his  old 
age,  has  lamented  this  as  a  misfortune,  but  not  as 
a  weakness.  The  misfortune  was  his  destiny,  and 
likewise  the  destiny  of  his  science.  Not  only  he, 
but  his  science  also,  was  too  ambitious,  too 
practical'!^,  too  much  open  to  the  world,  to  bury 
itaelf  in  seclusion.  To  advance  the  power  of  man 
is,  on  one  occasion,  called  by  Bacon  himself  the 
highest  degree  of  ambition,  f  And  this  ambition 
belonged  to  his  science;  this  effort  was  its  first 
and  last  thought ;  on  account  of  this  very  ambition 
Bacon  became  a  scientific  character.  His  science 
was  of  a  kind  that  could  not  endure  a  life 
of  quiet  retirement;  it  would  rather  float  along 
the  stream  of  the  world  than  remain  in  a  state 
of  tranquil  and  secluded  contemplation.  ^'A 
talent  is  cultivated  in  seclusion,  —  a  character 
in  the  stream  of  the  world.'']:  To  adopt  these 
words  of  Gothe,  the  home  of  Baconian  science 
was  the  school,  not  of  talent,  but  of  character, — 
that  is  to  say,  it  was  worldly  life  on  a  grand 
scale.  To  this  his  philosophy  and  all  his  efforts 
were  inclined*     He  decided  early  in  life  that  a 


*  *•  ThatenliuHg,**  literally  **  delighting  in  action."— J.  O. 
f  Compare  Nor.  Org.  i  129. ;  also  vide  Chap.  IIL  of  this 
work. 

X        «*  £b  bildet  ein  Talent  sich  in  der  StiUe, 

8ich  ein  Character  in  dem  Strom  der  Welt" 
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science  secluded  from  the  world  must  be  narrow 
and  sterile^  and  that  the  wretched  plight  from 
which  he  wished  to  rescue  philosophy  was  partly 
to  be  explained  by  the  life  of  retirement  usually 
adopted  by  learned  men.  He  judged  that  the 
knowledge  of  these  persons  was  as  narrow  as  their 
cells,  as  the  convents  and  cloisters  in  which  they 
were  secluded,  in  ignorance  of  the  world,  nature, 
and  their  own  times.    So  diametrically— both  from 

inclination  and  on  principle  —  was  the  scientific 
mind  of  Bacon  opposed  to  the  condition  of  learn- 
ing that  had  continued  down  to  his  own  time,  that 
he  necessarily  felt  an  impulse  to  alter  even  its 
outward  form  of  existence,  and  to  exchange  the 
life  of  the  cloister  for  the  life  of  the  world.  The 
student  of  the  cell  was  transformed  into  a  man  of 
the  world,  who,  both  in  science  and  in  practical 
life,  aimed  at  the  same  lofty  goal  of  influential 
power.  Doubtless  his  practical  career  demanded 
a  heavy  expenditure  of  time  and  labour;  and  thus 
there  was  so  much  less  to  bestow  on  scientific 
labour.  But  are  we,  on  that  account,  to  wish 
that  Bacon  had  devoted  his  whole  life,  or  the 
greater  portion  of  it,  to  secluded  science  ?  This 
would  be  neither  more  nor  less  than  wishing  that 
Bacon  had  been  endowed  with  another  sort  of 
scientific  mind ;  that  he  had  been  another  philo- 
sopher than  he  actually  was;  — this  would  be  over- 
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looking  the  peculiar  character  of  Baconian  science. 
If  we  take  this  peculiar  character  into  consi- 
deration, we  find  there  is  no  contradiction  implied 
in  the  fact  that  Bacon  at  the  same  time  directed 
his  energies  both  to  science  and  to  the  acquisition 
of  office.  Even  in  the  name  of  his  science  he 
could  require  the  scholar  to  learn  practical  life 
from  his  own  experience,  —  not  merely  theo- 
retically, as  by  a  bird's-eye  view,  but  by  actual 
participation.  This,  indeed,  was  what  Bacon 
desired.  In  a  scientific  spirit  he  reproached  the 
learned  for  their  ordinary  deficiency  in  a  virtue  of 
the  understanding  that  could  only  be  acquired  in 
practical  life, — namely,  a  knowledge  of  business 
and  political  prudence.* 

However,  the  manner  in  which  Bacon  displayed 
himself  as  a  political  character, —  his  own  especial 
acts  in  this  capacity  seem  diametrically  opposed 
to  his  scientific  greatness.  This  opposition  has 
often  been  pointed  out  and  lamented.  Bacon  has 
even  been  set  up  as  an  example  to  show  how 
widely  distinct  from  each  other  are  the  scientific 

*  De  Dign.  et  Augm.  Scientiaram,  lib.  Tiii.  cap.  2«  (near  the 
beginning).  — ^  Doctrinam  de  Negotiis  pro  rei  moroento  tractayit 
adhuc  nemo,  cnm  magna  tarn  litteramm  qnam  litteratomm  ex- 
istimationis  jactnra.  Ab  hac  enim  radice  pullulet  illnd  malum, 
qnod  noeam  eraditis  inossit;  nimirum,  eruditionem  ei  pra- 
dentiam  cirilem  raro  admodum  conjongi" 

B  3 


6       FRAKCIS  BACON  OF  VERULAM. 

and  moral  tendencies  of  a  man — to  how  high 
a  degree  of  internal  contradiction  the  variance 
between  these  two  characters  can  be  brought. 
Mr.  Macaulay^  especially,  has  of  late  pushed  this 
contradiction  to  such  an  extreme  point  that  it 
seems  insoluble,  and  the  character  of  Bacon 
appears  inexplicable.  Macaulay  pleads  against 
Montagu  on  the  subject  of  Bacon's  moral  worth ; 
and  it  is  well  so  to  compare  the  two  biographers 
(of  whom  the  second  is  the  panegyrist),  that  one 
may  serve  as  a  corrective  to  the  other.  For  our 
own  part,  we  shall  neither  defend  nor  attack 
Bacon's  character,  but  simply  explain  it,  and 
hence  we  look  here  for  that  intrinsic  harmony 
which  belongs  to  every  important  character. 
Taking  everything  into  consideration,  we  must 
confess  that  the  contradiction  between  Bacon  the 
philosopher  and  Bacon  the  political  character  does 
not  appear  to  us  so  violent  as  it  is  represented  by 
Macaulay.  Neither  was  the  one  (to  use  the 
expression  of  Macaulay,  who  infelicitously  cites  a 
Baconian  figure  of  speech), — neither  was  the  one 
a  ''soaring  angel,"  nor  the  other  a  ''creeping 
snake."  Neither  on  the  one  side  is  there  pure 
light,  nor  on  the  other  is  there  mere  shade,  but 
on  both  sides  is  a  compound  of  both.  Of  all  the 
images  that  could  be  selected,  none  could  be 
more  unhappy  than  one  which  suggests  a  com- 


THE  ''CREEPING  8NAKE.''  7 

parison  between  Bacon's  philosophy  and  a  winged 
angel.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  Bacon's  express 
and  repeatedly  avowed  intention  to  make  philo- 
sophy leave  off  her  habit  of  flying;  to  pluck  off  her 
wings,  and  to  put  leaden  weights  in  their  place ; 
to  hold  her  firmly  down  upon  the  ground,  among 
earthly  things,  where  Bacon  himself  lived,  with 
all  his  inclinations.  Bacon  wished  to  transform 
philosophy,  from  a  roving  spirit  that  looks  down- 
wards from  above,  into  a  human  being,  that 
cautiously  ascends  by  the  toilsome  road  of  expe- 
rience. When  Bacon,  as  a  political  character, 
takes  the  same  road,  and-  stumbles  «o  oflen  on  this 
steep,  rugged,  intricate  path  of  life,  he  does  not, 
therefore,  become  a  creeping  snake.  If  every- 
thing that  crept  was  necessarily  a  snake,  it 
would  be  bad  indeed ;  and  I  verily  believe  that 
whoever,  under  similar  circumstances,  pursues  the 
same  course  as  Bacon,  will  often  find  himself  in 
such  a  strait  that  he  will  be  compelled  to  creep. 
I  well  know  the  objections  that  will  be  made  here. 
The  blemishes  of  Bacon's  life  are  not  mere  human 
errors  and  weaknesses,  but  debased  sentiments  and 
political  orimes.  This  I  do  not  pretend  to  deny ; 
much  less  would  I  defend  delinquencies  which  are 
proved  beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt.  The  un- 
worthy sentiments  are  open  to  view ;  the  crimes 
are  acknowledged  by  Bacon  himself;  they  have 
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sullied  his  public  name,  and  if  thej  are  designated 
in  the  hardest  terms,  I  offer  no  objection ;  only  to 
me  these  single  traits  are  not  all  the  indices  of  his 
character.  As  far  as  I  see,  the  character  would  have 
been  precisely  the  same  if  the  unworthy  sentiments 
had  not  been  so  obviously  manifest;  if  the  crimes 
had  not  been  committed.  I  could  well  imagine  that 
with  greater  prudence  Bacon  might  have  avoided 
either  the  crimes  themselves,  or  the  whole  weight 
of  responsibility  attached  to  them;  but  in  that 
case  I  should  not  think  a  whit  the  better  of  him, 
or  a  whit  the  worse.  He  would  then  have  been  a 
more  cunning,  but  not  a  better  man.  Indeed,  a 
thorough-paced  scoundrel,  an  accomplished  plotter, 
would  never  have  fallen  into  such  open  guilt.  A 
human  character  should  indeed  be  judged  by  its 
actions ;  but  then  the  whole  of  these  should  be 
taken  into  the  account.  We  should  consider  not 
only  how  a  man  deports  himself  in  isolated  cases, 
under  the  combined  influence  of  all  sorts  of  circum- 
stances, but  how  his  moral  elements  are  blended 
with  each  other.  That  which,  in  the  natural  dis* 
position  of  a  character,  is  a  mere  weakness,  may 
easily,  through  the  force  of  circumstances,  give 
rise  to  a  bad  action,  or  even  a  crime.  By  this  the 
mode  of  action  is  certainly  not  improved,  but 
neither  does  the  element  of  the  character  become 
worse.   When  bad  actions  are  equally  base  in  their 
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outward  appearance^  the  psychological  connoisseur 
of  the  human  may  still  detect  an  important  dif- 
ference in  the  fundamental  character  of  the  de-> 
linquents.  If  we  pay  no  regard  to  the  mixture 
of  moral  elements,  we  form  a  one-sided,  abstract, 
and  therefore  incorrect  judgment  on  the  subject 
of  character. 

Let  the  experiment  be  made  with  Bacon. 
Had  he  not  been  entangled  in  the  affairs  of  Essex 
and  Buckingham,  we  should  have  known  none  of 
those  traits,  on  the  strength  of  which  Macaiday 
opposes  the  baseness  of  his  moral  personality 
to  his  scientific  greatness,  and  Macaulay  would 
have  passed  a  more  favourable  judgment.  But 
he  would  not  have  been  right  in  so  doing;  for 
Bacon's  moral  nature  would  still  have  been 
the  same.  We  do  not  say  this  to  excuse  or 
defend,  but  simply  to  explain  his  character, 
which  remains  inexplicable  if  the  apparent  con- 
tradiction be  admitted.  What  attached  Bacon 
to  Essex  and  Buckingham  ? — not  friendship,  not 
sympathy,  but  motives  of  self-interest  They 
were  men  of  the  most  powerful  influence;  the 
former  was  the  favourite  of  Elizabeth,  the  latter 
of  James  L  To  rise  in  the  offices  of  the  state. 
Bacon  desired  and  sought  court  favour ;  and  this 
could  not  be  obtained  and  preserved  without 
such  mediators.     If  he  would  become  a  man  of 
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consequence,  and  accelerate  his  career,  the  favour 
of  others  was  unfortunately  a  more  effective 
expedient  than  his  own  intrinsic  talent.  Now, 
ought  Bacon  to  have  avoided  a  practical  career 
altogether?  He  was  forced  to  pursue  it  by  his 
inclinations,  by  his  temperament,  by  the  force  of 
circumstances.  At  first  he  had  to  contend  with 
the  greatest  obstacles;  even  his  nearest  rela- 
tives, the  powerful  Burleighs,  threw  impedi- 
ments in  his  way,  and  long  held  him  down  in 
a  dependent  position.  If  Bacon  would  not 
give  up  his  practical  aims,  and  vanish  into  a 
life  of  seclusion,  repugnant  to  his  nature,  he 
must  seek  for  assistance, — totally  distinct  from 
his  own  talents, — in  the  influence,  protection, 
and  patronage  of  others,  and  these  he  could 
not  secure  without  courtly  pliability, — without 
becoming  a  serviceable  tool  in  the  hands  of  the 
powerful. 

Here  Bacon  entered  upon  that  hazardous  and 
slippery  path,  which,  though  it  brought  him  to 
the  highest  posts  of  honour,  led  him  also  into  a 
multitude  of  perplexities  and  embarrassments, 
and  at  last  caused  his  precipitate  fall  from  the 
summit  of  prosperity  to  the  depth  of  destruction. 
It  was  a  hard  and  steep  road  that  Bacon  had 
to  travel,  as  he  rose  from  the  poor  barrister  to  the 
Keeper  of  the   Seals  and  Lord   Chancellor  of 
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England ;  from  the  unwearied  suppliant  to  Baron 
Verulam  and  Viscount  St.  Alban.  Nor  did  he 
find  any  difficulty  in  accommodating  himself  to 
the  windings  of  the  path^  and  in  sacrificing  so 
much  of  his  moral  independence  as  circumstances 
required.  Nature  had  not  formed  him  of  stub- 
born material.  He  was  easy  and  pliant  to  the 
highest  degree, — made  on  purpose  to  guide  himself 
by  the  course  of  circumstances,  of  which  he  took 
a  very  clear  view.  The  temporibus  servire  cor- 
responded to  his  natural  temperament,  and  to 
the  tone  of  his  philosophy,  of  which  the  fun- 
damental principle  was  to  follow  the  times  by  a 
mode  of  thought  really  conformable  to  the 
times.  Altogether,  Bacon  did  not  regard  life 
with  the  conviction  that  it  was  a  problem  of 
eternal  import,  to  be  solved  according  to  a  moral 
rule,  but  rather  as  a  game  that  could  only  be 
won  by  quickly-devised  and  judicious  tactics. 
There  are  characters  who  affect  to  be  easy, 
pliable,  and  subservient  to  the  will  of  others, 
that  they  have  the  greater  chance  of  becoming 
the  reverse  of  all  this;  who  apparently  allow 
themselves  to  be  governed,  that  their  own  rule 
may  be  rendered  the  more  secure,  and  like  the 
cunning  pope  seek  the  keys  of  power  with  stoop- 
ing heads.  Among  these  hypocritical  and  really 
arbitrary  characters  Bacon  is  not  to  be  enume* 
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rated.     His  ambition  was  of  a  yielding  kind,  and 
his  natural  honesty  came  often  into  collision  with 
his  political  shrewdness.     Tonlay,  in  conformity 
with  his  own  convictions,  he  delivered  a  patriotic 
speech  in  Parliament  against  the  subsidies*,  and 
having  thus  offended  the  queen  he  did  all  he 
could  to  appease  her  wrath.     He  repented  that 
he  had  made  the  speech ;  and  we  may  be  fully 
convinced    that    he    felt    unfeigned   sorrow    on 
account  of  an  impolitic  act  that  was  so  much  in 
the  way  of  his  plans.     On  another  occasion   he 
toiled    to    save    the  man   who    had  been    his 
benefactor;  but  when  he  saw  that  the  queen's 
good  graces  were  at  stake,  he  allowed  his  friend 
to  fall,  having  only  sought  his  favour  because  he 
had  been  the  favourite  of  the  queen.     He  always 
stooped  as  soon  as  he  saw  that  he  might  knock 
his  head  by  keeping  it  upright     This  spectacle 
of  so  great  a  mind  in   such  a   wavering  and 
undignified  condition  is  far  from  edifying ;   but 
even  here  we  may  find  a  trait  that  accompanies 
Bacon's  character   through   all   his  wanderings, 
that  belongs    to   his   peculiarities,   and  has   its 
foundation   in   his  inmost   nature ; — I  mean   an 
extraordinary  facility  in  helping  himself,   under 


*  The  speech  referred  to  was  made  by  Bacon  in  1593  (1592  ? 
J.  O.),  aa  representatire  of  Middlesex. — Author's  note. 
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any  circumstances,  in  passing  over  the  difficulties 
of  a  route,  and  hurrying  on  as  if  nothing  of  any 
moment  had  occurred,  as  if  no  mark  of  evil  wero 
left  in  his  track.  In  him  every  unpleasant  sensa- 
tion was  easily  smoothed  down,  every  loss,  even 
moral  loss, — nay,  even  that  last  of  losses,  the  loss 
of  a  good  name,  was  easily  compensated.  His 
life  and  his  writings  make  upon  us  the  same 
impression,  that  this  man  could  find  nothing 
difficult  either  to  endure  or  to  execute.  In  such 
a  mind,  even  this  facility  is  a  species  of  strength, 
a  proof  of  indestructible  energy  and  vital  power; 
a  natural  elwfticityt  which  indeed  appears  like  a 
weakness,  whenever  it  encounters  opposition, 
David  Hume  was  right  when  he  missed  in 
Bacon  that  firmness  of  character  which  we 
call  the  moral  power  of  resistance.  We  know 
of  no  philosopher  more  elastic  than  Bacon.  He 
possessed  to  the  highest  degree  the  power  and 
the  impulse  to  expand  himself  beyond  all  bounds, 
but  the  power  of  resistance  he  lacked ;  he  yielded 
to  a  pressure,  and  allowed  himself  to  be  driven 
into  a  comer  by  the  overwhelming  force  of 
circumstances.  He  could  augment  and  diminish, 
with  the  same  natural  facility,  without  being 
afiected,  either  in  his  higher  or  his  lower  posi* 
tion,  by  an  excessive  sensibility,  which  in  the 
one  case  would  have  stimulated  his  pride,  in  the 
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other  would  have  too  painfully  depressed  him. 
Hence  it  was  that  the  man,  who  excelled  all 
others  in  intellectual  power,  and  imprinted  a 
new  form  of  mind  upon  his  age,  at  the  same  time 
presented  a  soft  material  capable  of  receiving 
the  impression  from  any  hand  that  happened  to 
be  powerful.  This  elastic  power  constitutes,  as 
it  were,  the  type  of  his  individuality,  in  which 
all  his  politics,  his  virtues  as  well  as  his  foibles, 
harmonise  with  each  other.  Here  we  can 
perceive  that  his  character  is  consistent  with 
itself.  From  this  point  we  explain  the  peculiar 
turns  of  his  life,  his  vicissitudes,  even  his 
extremest  aberrations. 

It  is  perfectly  evident  to  us  that  such  an  intellec- 
tual power,  fitted  as  it  was  to  strive  towards  a  great 
end,  and  at  the  same  time  to  penetrate  into  minutuB, 
could  not  fail  to  produce  extraordinary  results  in 
the  region  of  science ;  that  it  was  especially  made 
to  awaken  a  new  life  in  this  region,  and  that, 
above  all,  it  corresponded  to  Bacon's  own  scientific 
tendency,  namely,  the  progression  from  parti- 
culars to  general  laws.  If  we  imagine  the  same 
power  placed  in  the  midst  of  social  intercourse, 
we  find  that  this  rich,  versatile  mind,  affiible  to 
every  person,  accessible  to  every  form  of  life,  con- 
tains within  itself  all  the  talents  that  constitute  the 
agreeable  companion.    Bacon  possessed  by  nature 
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all  those  qualities  which  have  a  right  to  shine  in 
society;    he  united  the  weighty  with  the  light, 
not   by   deliberate   art,  but   by  dint  of  natural 
grace.     His  command  over  words  was  perfect, 
both  in  public  orations  and  in  private  converse* 
According  to  the  testimony  of  Ben  Jonson,  Bacon 
was  an  orator  whom  one  never  grew  weary  of 
hearing.     But  this  very  power,  which  in  science 
and  in  social  life  finds  so  brilliant  and  lofty  an 
expression,  acquires  quite  another  aspect  when 
its  acts  are  of  a  moral  kind ;  the  moral  element  is 
for  such  a  form  of  individuality  the  most  uncon- 
genial and  the  most  dangerous.    There  is  no  ehutic 
morality  ;  and  Bacon's  moral  nature  was  as  elastic, 
as  fiicile,  as  completely  directed  towards  practical 
ends,  and  as  compliant  with  circumstances,  as  his 
intellect.    It  quite  accorded  with  the  key-note  of 
bis  individuality.     Here  is  the  perceptible  har- 
mony of  his  character,  which  has  often  escaped 
notice,  or  (as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Macaulay)  has 
been  missed  altogether.   We  see  in  Bacon's  moral 
character,  as  compared  with  his  intellect,  not  a 
distinct  being,  but  only  the  shadow  of  his  indi- 
viduality, which  grew  larger  as  its  substance 
increased   in  power    and   importance.      Elastic 
morality  is  lax.     Moral  virtue  demands,  above 
everything,  a  firm,  tough,  obstinate  power  of 
resistance,  for  it  consists  in  a  victorious  struggle 
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with  the  allurements  and  temptations  of  life.  If  this 
power  of  resistance  has  its  fulcrum  in  the  natural 
disposition  of  the  individual^  it  is  a  talent.  Now 
this  moral  talent  was  wanting  in  Bacon's  nature ; 
and  the  virtue  that  corresponds  to  it  was  therefore 
wanting  in  his  life.  All  the  moral  blemishes 
that  disfigure  his  life  have  their  real  foundation  in 
this  absence  of  virtue ;  in  this  natural  want  of 
resisting  power;  in  that  mental  facility  which 
gave  such  extraordinary  animation  to  his  scientific, 
and  so  grievously  crippled  his  moral  energies. 
Bacon's  life  has  always  appeared  to  me  the  strongest 
proof  of  the  correctness  of  Leibnitz's  definition, 
according  to  which  evil  is  the  absence  of  good, 
and  vice  therefore  is  a  moral  weakness.  Bacon 
was  not  vicious  by  nature.  His  moral  dispositioi 
was  the  reverse  of  diabolical.  It  was  in 
highest  degree  facile,  and  therefore  frail ;  thri 
all  the  windings  of  his  life  it  became  no  worse 
than  it  was  by  nature ;  —  it  was  easily  corrupt- 
ible. Indeed,  when  we  see  the  general  cor- 
ruption by  which  such  a  character  was  surrounded, 
we  can  scarcely  wonder  that  it  fell  into  sad 
perplexities  and  aberrations.  There  was  no 
melancholy  element  in  his  disposition  to  render 
him  more  sensitive  to  the  pressure  of  life ; 
he  could  bear  his  lot  easily ;  and  even  from 
that  terrible  blow  that  gave  a  mortal  wound 
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to    his  honour,  he  recovered  with  astounding 

rapidity,  and  thenceforward,  in  voluntary  seclu- 

non,  devoted  all  his  powers  to  science.      His 

feelings  corresponded  to  his  temperament.     He 

had  none  of  those  violent  and  deep  emotions  that 

excite  the  soul,    and  carry   it  forcibly    along; 

never  did  love  or  hatred  wholly  overpower  him  ; 

his  love  was  a  cool  inclination,  his  hatred  a  cool 

dislike.     No  mark  of  friendship  or  devotion  could 

move  him  to  give  his  whole  heart ;  and,  on  the 

other    hand,  he  was  just  as  little    roused  by 

enmity.     It  was  easy  for  him  to   abandon  and 

even  to  persecute  a  fallen  friend,  for  the  sake 

of  gaining  the  royal  favour,  or  to  contract  a 

marriage,  which  offered  no  charm  but   wealth. 

Violent  passions  were   as  alien  from  his  heart 

as  the  fallacies,  which  he  termed  "  idols,"  were 

alien  from  his  intellect      His  was  not  a  cold, 

but  a  cool  nature,  whose  likes  and  dislikes  kept 

themselves    within    the    limits    of    equanimity. 

Thus,   without  love   or  devotion,   he   could   be 

benevolent,  affable,  and  forgiving;  and,  without 

hatred  or  malice,  he  could  act  as  an  enemy.     To 

do  him  justice,  we  must  say,  regarding  him  from 

both     sides,    that    his    friendship    was    indeed 

without  fidelity,  but  that,  on  the  other  hand,  his 

enmity  was  without  bitterness ;  that  he  took  up 

and  wielded  both  with  equal  facility;  and  that 
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the  yery  characteristic  of  his  mind  which  ap- 
peared like  infidelity  and  ingratitade  where  a 
friend  was  concerned,  looked  like  magnanimity 
and  clemency  where  an  enemy  was  the  party  in 
question.  He  could  be  ungrateful  to  his  bene* 
factors,  but  he  could  not  be  vindictive  to  his  foes. 
He  had  none  of  those  passions  that  belong  to  the 
genus  of  love,  but  he  was  equally  free  from  the 
opposite  emotions  of  hatred.  Instances  might  be 
cited  where  Bacon  acted  without  feeling,  but  it 
cannot  be  proved  that  he  was  ever  prompted  by 
envy.  He  could  as  easily  close  his  heart  to  the 
ingratitude,  as  he  could  open  it  to  acknowledge 
the  merit  of  others*  So  right  was  Spinoza, 
when  he  called  envy  the  converse  of  sympathy. 
If  there  were  a  thermometer  to  measure  the 
intrinsic  force  of  human  passions,  we  should  find, 
in  the  case  of  Bacon,  that  the  degree  of  warmth 
belonging  to  his  heart  stood  very  close  to  zero. 
His  practical  ends  were  to  him  of  more  value 
than  the  dictates  of  his  own  feelings.  When 
both  were  in  harmony,  we  might  be  certain  to 
find  in  Bacon  one  of  the  most  amiable  of  men ; 
but  the  least  collision  would  at  once  destroy  the 
equilibrium  of  his  natural  benevolence.  If  he 
were  com|>elled  to  make  a  choice  between  the 
practical  objects  of  his  life  and  the  promptings 
of  his  heart, — between  his  interest  and  his  friend. 
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— we  may  be  perfectly  sure  that  Bacon  would 
always  have  given  the  preference  to  the  former. 
He  attempted,  indeed,  to  effect  a  reconciliation 
between  them,  and  would  have  been  much 
pleased  if  his  experiment  had  succeeded;  but 
as  soon  as  it  had  failed,  and  Bacon  saw  the 
impossibility  of  success,  he  made  up  his  mind  to 
sacrifice  his  friend,  and  this  sacrifice  was  made 
with  small  compunction. 

We  thus  have  a  thorough  explanation  of  the 
saddest  episode  of  Bacon's  life, — of  the  part  which 
he  played  as  counsel  for  the  Crown  against  the 
Earl  of  Essex.  Here  was  the  hardest  collision 
into  which  his  interests  could  be  brought.  It 
was  a  collision  not  between  duty  and  inclination, 
but  between  selfishness  and  friendship.  Essex 
had  loved  him  with  passionate  affection,  and  had 
loaded  him  with  a  multitude  of  favours,  which  he 
had  repaid  with  as  much  devotion  as  was  com- 
patible with  his  passionless  temperament.  What 
he  loved  in  Essex  was  not  so  much  the  friend  as 

Jk^  powerful  favourite,  who  was  of  service  to  him. 

^The  favourite  fell,  and  Bacon's  friendship  was 
put  to  a  test  that  it  could  not  stand.  It  failed  in 
a  manner  that  unhappily  was  as  much  in  accord- 
ance with  Bacon's  character  as  it  is  repulsive  to 
our  feelings,  notwithstanding  its  consistency  with 
our  explanation  of  his  moral  disposition.      He 
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really  made  every  effort  to  aare  Essex  without 
danger  to  himself*  The  attempt  failed ;  the  pas- 
sionate and  unkwful  acts  which  the  reckless 
Essex  allowed  himself  to  commit  made  this  abso- 
lutely impossible*  Bacon  was  forced  to  make  a 
choice  between  him  and  the  queen.  He  made 
such  a  chcrice  as  was  consonant  to  his  nature. 
It  was  the  queen's  will  that  he  should  himself 
support  the  prosecution  and  publicly  defend  the 
execution  of  Essex  after  it  had  taken  pkce.  He 
did  support  the  prosecution,  he  did  write  the 
defence;  in  both  cases  plainly  showing  that  he 
did  not  act  in  accordance  with  his  feelings,  but 
hod  still  only  one  motive,  that  of  pleasing  the 
queen.  When  she  desired  him  to  defend,  by  a 
written  statement,  the  execution  that  had  taken 
place,  Bacon  expressed  his  gratification  that  Her 
Majesty  had  "  taken  a  liking  of  his  pen."  ^Vlien 
under  the  government  of  James  I.  the  friends  of 
Essex  regained  their  influence.  Bacon  did  every- 
thing to  obliterate  the  memory  of  this  proceeding. 
He  heartily  congratulated  the  Earl  of  South- 
ampton on  his  liberation  from  the  confinement  to 
which  friendship  for  Essex  and  participation  in 
his  fortunes  had  brought  him;  and  the  written 
avowal  of  Bacon  on  this  occasion  was  very  cha- 
racteristic and  very  true.  He  assured  the  Earl 
that  the  change  of  the  throne  had  wrought  in 
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him  no  other  change  than  this,  *^  that  he  could 
be  safely  that  to  him  now  which  he  had  iruly 
been  before."  In  these  few  lines  Bacon  has  de* 
picted  himself  with  the  most  naive  candour. 

We  see  how  much  this  moral  character  was 
sobject  to  external  influences,  how  fitted  it  was 
to  conform  itself  to  every  change  of  circum- 
stance. This  moral  pliability  is  not  far  removed 
firom  venalittfj  which,  indeed,  it  becomes  as  soon 
as  motives  are  derived  not  from  the  conscience, 
but  from  the  force  of  external  relations.  Devoid 
of  rigid  conscientiousness,  and  also  devoid  of 
those  strong  passions  which  rule  the  mind  after  a 
fashion  of  their  own,  such  characters  constantly 
succumb  to  the  corrupting  influences  from  with- 
out. On  these  alone  does  it  depend  what  form 
the  venality  will  take,  and  to  what  a  degree 
it  will  mount  And  the  circumstances  amid 
which  Bacon  lived  as  a  powerful  and  likewise 
complaisant  tool  caused  his  natural  venality  to 
take  the  grossest  form  of  bribery,  and  to  be 
heightened  to  actual  crime.  There  was  nothing 
in  his  moral  disposition  that  he  could  oppose  to 
such  pernicious  agencies.  He  subjected  himself 
and  his  high  position  as  Lord  Keeper  of  the 
Chreat  Seal  of  England  to  the  power  and  in- 
fluence of   a    courder.      Because    Buckingham 

exercised  the  strongest  influence  over  the  king, 
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80  was  biB  influence  irresistible  to  Bacon.  It 
was  impossible  to  renounce  the  support  of  the 
influential  courtier^  and  as  little  could  Bacon 
guide  the  inconsiderate  man  by  his  own  superior 
views.  He  therefore  yielded  to  him,  and  became 
on  accomplice  in  the  wrongful  acts  by  which 
Buckingham  enriched  himself,  allowing  him  to 
grant  patents  for  hard  cash  and  sell  monopolies, 
which  did  manifest  injury  to  the  country.  What 
was  still  worse,  he  tolerated  the  interference  of 
the  royal  favourite  in  his  own  judicial  acts,  and 
the  decisions  which  he  subscribed  often  emanated 
from  Buckingham.  Bacon  knew  well  enough  that 
corruption  of  the  legal  tribunals  is  one  of  the 
worst  evils  that  can  befal  a  state ;  nevertheless  he 
allowed  the  Crown  and  its  officers  to  interfere  in 
suits,  and  to  secure  the  favour  of  the  judges  for 
itself  or  its  clients ;  ho  actually  did  that  which, 
witl)  his  own  oorrect  views^  he  never  should  have 
permitted ;  he  aUowed  himself  to  be  bribed,  and 
sold  his  decisions.  By  these  ill^al  means  he  is 
said  to  have  gained  a  rich  booty;  his  enemies 
estimated  bis  spoils  at  100,000  pounds.  This 
rapacity  did  not  arise  from  grovelling  avarice, 
but  from  a  reckless  love  of  magnificence.  Bacan, 
as  (kr  as  his  own  person  was  concerned,  was 
uodemte  and  abstemious;  but  lie  liked  to  keep 
up  a  UMgnilioeni  establishment  and  make  a  briK 
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liant  figure  in  society.  Luxury  offered  fas- 
cinations which  he  could  not  resist;  his  rash 
expenditure  exceeded  his  means,  and  thus  he 
loaded  himself  with  a  weight  of  debt  which  he 
could  only  lighten  by  means  of  imlawful  and 
unjustifiable  gains.  Here  Bacon  and  his  fortunes 
ai)pear  in  a  truly  pitiful  light,  namely,  with  the 
stamp  of  mere  vulgar  recklessness  upon  them. 
To  a  life  in  which  luxury,  debt,  and  dishonesty, 
always  logically  enough  connected,  appear  in  inti- 
mate union,  we  attach,  according  to  the  laws  of 
analogy  and  experience,  a  character  that  has 
nothing  in  common  with  greatness  and  independ- 
ence of  mind.  Nor  did  the  pecuniary  difiSculties 
of  Bacon  begin  with  the  lustre  of  his  official  posi- 
tion. It  appears  that  he  always  had  a  taste  for 
immoderate  luxury.  At  any  rate,  we  know  that 
before  the  episode  with  Essex,  a  goldsmith  caused 
him  to  be  arrested  in  the  street  for  debt. 

The  fate  of  Bacon  came  upon  him  as  the  Ne- 
mesis of  some  hero  of  antiquity.  It  allowed  him 
to  rise  to  the.  highest  pinnacle  of  felicity,  that  it 
might  thence  strike  him  down  with  rapid  and  ter- 
rific blows.  In  a  few  moments  the  proud  edifice 
of  his  fortune,  the  edifice  which  he  had  carefully 
constructed  with  the  toil  of  years,  lay  before  him 
a  disgraceful  ruin. 

Under  James  I.  he  had,  by  the  favour  of  that 
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monarch,  mounted  the  highest  steps  of  the  state 
ladder.     Knighted  on  James's  accession  to  the 
throne.  Bacon  became,  in  1604,  King's  Counsel 
with  a  salary,  in  1607  Solicitor-General,  in  1613 
Attorney-General,  in  1616  (through  the  influence 
of  Buckingham)  Counsellor  of  State,  in  1617  Lord 
Keeper  of  the  Great  Seal,  and  in  1618  Lord 
High  Chancellor  of  England.*    While  in  London 
he  led  a  brilliant  life  at  York  House.     His  vaca- 
tions he  devoted  to  a  Tueculan  leisure  at  Gor- 
hambury,  where  he  occupied  himself  with  literary 
labours  and  gardening.      Here   he  kept  up  a 
scientific  intercourse   with   several   persons,   in* 
eluding  Thomas  Hobbes,  whose  vocation  it  was 
further  to  carry  out  the  Baconian  philosophy,  and 
whom  Mr.  Macaulay  terms  the  most  *^  vigorous 
and  acute  of  human  intellects."    When  on  the 
summit   of  his   political   career  he  was  further 
elevated,  with  great  ceremony  on  the  part  of  the 
Court,  to  the  dignities  of  Baron  of  Yerulam  and 
Viscount  St.  Alban.     He  held  the  highest  state 
office   in   England;   and  the  publication  of  his 
ehef-^muvrey  the  "Novum  Organum,"  in  1620, 
stamped  him  as  the  first  philosophical  writer  of 
Europe.     This  was  the  moment  when  Bacon 

*  Tho  aboTO  dates  are  fVom  the  note  to  Dr.  Rawle/s  life,  in 
Mr.  Spcddmg*t  edition.  Dr.  Fiacher*s  datei  are  not  quite  the 
•amo. 
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stood  upon  the  culminating  point  of  power  and 
felicity,  and  was  justly  respected  and  admired  by 
the  whole  world. 

Three  days  after  his  inyestment  with  the  title 
of  Viscount  St.  Alban  had  taken  place  with  all 
solemnity,  a  new  parliament  assembled.      The 
public  grievances  were  discussed, — the  selfish  and 
mischievous  grants  of  monopolies  and  patents,  and 
above  all  the  abuses  in  the  law-<^ourt8.   The  House 
of  Commons  elected  a  Committee  to  investigate 
these  abuses.    On  the  15th  of  March,  1621,  the 
president  of  the  Committee*  reported  that  the 
person  against  whom  the  charges  were  brought 
was  no  less  a  person  than  the  Lord  Chancellor 
himself,  '^  a  man,"  he  added,  *'  so  endued  with  all 
parts  of  nature  and  art,  as  that  I  will  say  no  more 
of  him,  being  not  able  to  say  enough."     The 
prosecution  was  carried  on ;  the  cases  of  bribery 
became  more  and  more  numerous ;  the  articles  of 
the  charge  were  twenty-three  in  number.      A 
copy  of  them  was  sent  to  Bacon  that  he  might 
defend  himself;   and  at  last,  all  evasion  being 
impossible,  he  sent  to  the  House  of  Lords  a 
written  answer,  which  opened  thus :  — "  Upon 
advised  consideration  of  the  charge,  descending 
into  my  own  conscience,  and  calling  my  memory 

*  Sir  Robert  PhiUips.-- J.  O. 
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to  account  bo  far  as  I  am  able^  I  do  plainly  and 
ingenuously  confess  that  I  am  guilty  of  cor- 
ruption, and  do  renounce  all  defence,  and  put 
myself  upon  the  grace  and  mercy  of  your  lord- 
ships." Overwhelmed  with  shame,  the  unhappy 
man  shut  himself  up  in  his  room,  and  when  a 
deputation  of  the  lords  waited  upon  him,  he  be- 
sought them  "  to  be  merciful  to  a  broken  reed." 
His  confession  of  guilt  was  dictated  not  so  much 
by  contrition  as  by  policy,  for  the  king,  who 
could  not  save  him,  advised  him  to  declare  him- 
self guilty.  He  was  sentenced  to  imprisonment 
during  the  king's  pleasure,  to  a  fine  of  40,000/., 
with  the  additional  punishment  that  he  was  to 
''be  for  ever  incapable  of  any  office,  place,  or 
employment  in  the  state  or  commonwealth  ;  and 
never  sit  in  parliament,  nor  come  within  the  verge 
of  the  court"  *  The  sentence  was  more  severe 
than  the  judges,  who  felt  both  admiration  and 
pity  for  the  offender,  and  indeed  it  was  only 
carried  into  execution  so  far  as  form  required. 
After  an  imprisonment  of  no  more  than  two  days 
he  was  liberated  by  the  king,  the  other  penalties 
were  also  remitted,  and  he  might  even  have  re- 
sumed his  seat  in  the  House  of  Lords  in  the  next 
session  of  parliament    However,  he  did  not  again 

*  In  the  ofigimU  thii  addition  it  brieflj  expresMd  bj  the 
words :  **  Burgcriicber  Tod.*'— J.  O. 
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make  his  appearance  in  public  life^  but  passed  the 
remainder  of  his  days  in  solitary  devotion  to 
science  among  the  woods  of  Gorhambury. 

If  we  now  compare  Bacon's  moral  disposition 
with  lus  scientific  character,  we  shall  find  between 
the  two  not  a  puzzling  contradiction,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  a  natural  analogy ;  only  the  very  pe- 
culiarities that  were  injurious  and  perilous  with 
respect  to  his  practical  life  were  advantageous  to 
his  scientific  pursuits.  As  the  elements  of  science 
and  life  are  distinct  from  each  other,  the  expres- 
sions of  the  scientific  and  the  moral  character 
must  be  likewise  different,  even  where  they  both 
agree  in  their  common  source.  To  certwi  tempta- 
tions the  mind  that  seeks  after  truth  is  never  ex- 
posed. Certain  rewards  are  beyond  the  power  of 
science  to  bestow,  and  for  such  rewards  the  scien- 
tific character  cannot  think  of  acting.  It  is  easy  to 
understand  that  an  excessively  practical  intellect, 
a  mind  that  thirsts  after  power  and  distinction, 
will  become  selfish  in  the  aflTairs  of  worldly  life^ 
and  that  such  a  mind,  if  endowed  largely  with 
pliability,  scantily  with  power  of  resistance,  will 
not  shun  crooked  paths  in  order  to  attain  its  end, 
and  will  at  last  purchase  worldly  gain  at  any 
amount  of  moral  loss.  But  put  such  a  mind,  with 
the  intellectual  force  belonging  to  it^  on  the  path 
of  science;  here  also  it  will  exhibit  the  same 
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traits  of  character  that  generally  determine  the 
form  of  its  individuality,  but  without  the  dross 
with  which  it  becomes  sullied  in  the  impure  ele- 
ment of  worldly  life.  The  element  of  science  is 
in  itself  pure.  In  science  there  are  no  such  vices 
as  selfishness  and  venality.  To  transplant  a  cha- 
racter from  the  moral  into  the  scientific  element, 
we  must  leave  out  all  that  will  not  admit  of  this 
operation, —  every  merely  moral  phenomenon. 

Such  a  phenomenon,  in  the  case  of  Bacon,  is 
the  selfish  and  feeble  character  of  his  wilL  How 
could  this  peculiarity  find  a  scientific  expression  ? 
What  aliment  could  it  derive  from  science  ?  Mr. 
Macaulay  says  correctly  enough: — "  In  his  library 
all  his  rare  powers  were  under  the  guidance  of  an 
honest  ambition,  of  an  enlarged  philanthropy,  of  a 
sincere  love  of  truth.  There  no  temptation  drew 
him  away  from  the  right  course.  Thomas  Aquinas 
could  pay  no  fees ;  Duns  Scotus  could  confer  no 
peerages.  The  Master  of  the  Sentences  had  no 
rich  reversions  in  his  gift."  If  we  set  aside  the 
difference  of  the  elements  in  which  Bacon's  sci- 
entific and  moral  character  move,  the  conformity 
between  them  strikes  us  at  once.  Even  science 
itself  is  embraced  by  Bacon  in  a  sense  that  in- 
dubitably expresses  his  whole  moral  peculiarity. 
The  harmony  is  obvious.  To  prove  the  assertion 
of  an  original  philosopher  of  our  own  oountryj 
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that  it  is  the  will  that  produces  the  understand- 
ing*, I  would  cite  Bacon  as  an  example.  His 
science  harmonises  altogether  with  the  key-note 
of  his  indiyiduality  and  his  will.  He  directs  it, 
as  he  directs  his  life,  to  practical  ends;  would 
bring  it  into  a  new  and  fruitful  combination  with 
worldly  life,  from  which  it  has  hitherto  been  se- 
parated. All  his  philosophical  plans  are  designed 
to  enrich  science;  to  render  it  mighty,  respected, 
influential,  generally  useful.  It  is  to  be  a  power 
among  men,— a  beneficent  power,  and  therefore 
universally  reverenced.  But  science  can  only 
enrich  itself  with  knowledge ;  can  only  become 
powerful  when  this  knowledge  is  useful,  prac- 
tical, efficacious.  Let  us,  then,  imagine  the  idea 
of  Bacon's  life  transplanted  into  the  region  of  sci- 
ence :  to  what  could  it  direct  its  efforts  but  to  the 
acquisition  of  a  vast  store  of  useAil  and  potent 
knowledge  ?  How  can  this  treasure  be  acquired 
but  by  a  dexterous  intellect,  with  an  eye  to  real 
life,  and  an  aptitude  for  worldly  experience  ?  In- 
stead of  the  riches  which  he  seeks.  Bacon  finds  in 
the  science  that  exists  its  very  opposite ;  the  deep- 
est poverty,  scanty  knowledge,  and  that  empty 
and  unserviceable,  while,  to  complete  the  gene- 
ral wretchedness,  there  is  an  infatuated  belief 

*  Arthur  Schopenhaaer  mnst  be  the  philosopher  here  in- 
tended.—J.  O. 
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that  all  this  is  marvellous  wealth.  If  Bacon, 
therefore,  is  to  carry  out  his  own  will  in  science, 
no  other  course  is  left,  but  to  deprive  the  science 
that  already  exists  of  its  idle  conceit,  and,  since 
it  cannot  become  richer  than  it  is,  to  erect  a  new 
profitable  science  in  its  place.  Thus  arises  in 
his  mind  the  idea  of  a  scientific  Instauratio 
Magna.  To  enrich  science  he  must  reform  it, 
open  new  sources  to  it,  thoroughly  change  the 
mode  of  thought  to  which  it  has  hitherto  been 
accustomed.  The  tree  of  knowledge,  which 
Bacon  found,  had  ceased  to  bear  fruit ;  nothing 
but  dry  leaves  could  be  shaken  from  its  branches, 
and  with  this  occupation,  as  Bacon  saw,  the 
learned  by  profession  employed  themselves  to 
their  own  infinite  satisfaction.  Bacon  had  made 
himself  acquidnted  with  scholastic  learning,  and 
to  the  question,  as  to  what  he  had  found  in  the 
books  of  the  schools,  he  replied  with  the  answer 
of  Hamlet  to  Polonius:  —  "Words  —  words — 
words."  This  dead,  antiquated  word- learning 
was,  if  he  could  carry  out  his  intent,  to  be  suc- 
ceeded by  a  new,  fruitful  science,  springing  up 
with  youthful  life. 

From  the  character  of  Bacon  we  may  infer  in 
what  sense,  and  in  what  sense  only,  he  could 
reform  science.  Open  to  the  world,  greedy  for 
honour  and  distinction,  full  of  interest  for  pub- 
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lie  life,  as  he  himself  was,  he  wished  to  make  sci- 
enee  think  practically,  to  direct  her  imderstanding 
to  realities  alone,  at  the  same  time  rendering  this 
understanding  so  calm  and  subtle  that  it  could 
contemplate  things  without  prejudice,  and  investi- 
gate them  properly.  For  this  purpose  science 
required  a  guiding  method.  Such  a  method 
Bacon  laid  down*  It  required  a  number  of 
expedients  to  oyercome  the  difficulties  of  the  un- 
wonted route.  Bacon  discovered  these  expedients 
with  his  own  peculiar  adroitness ;  he  gave  his 
theory  the  movable,  pliable  form  that  could  en- 
tirely accommodate  itself  to  circumstances,  al- 
ways discover  the  assailable  side,  find  the  proper 
handle  for  every  case.  This  scientific  tendency 
and  the  genius  of  Bacon  were  completely  made 
for  each  other.  I  say  again :  the  science,  which 
Bacon  proposed  to  himself,  was  highly  favoured  by 
his  moral  constitution.  With  respect  to  the  pas- 
sions he  was  in  a  position  of  natural  and  therefore 
happy  neutrality.  His  mind,  never  misled,  never 
dazzled,  never  abandoned  to  the  sway  of  ex- 
clusive afifections,  never  chained  to  objects  of  the 
heart,  could,  with  all  the  deeper  interest  and  with 
all  the  greater  clearness,  direct  itself  to  a  com- 
prehensive whole.  His  cool  heart  supported  his 
penetrating  intellect.  The  science  that  Bacon 
contemplated  required  above  everything  a  sober. 
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cold  intellect,  to  which  the  coolness  of  his  affec- 
tions was  highly  favourable.  In  science  he  would 
only  allow  the  anatomical  analysis  of  things ;  the 
operation  of  the  understanding,  that  armed  with 
an  instrument  palpably  enters  into  the  interior  of 
a  subject*  On  this  account  he  necessarily  smo* 
thered  all  feelings  connected  with  the  tastes  or 
the  affections.  It  may  be  remarked,  by  the  way, 
that  Bacon  even  desired  vivisection  for  the  in- 
terests of  science. 

In  a  word,  BacofCt  character  was  as  practical^ 
as  coaly  as  supple  as  the  science  which  he  desired  and 
prescribed  for  his  age*  All  those  personal  pecu- 
linrities  which  cast  so  many  shadows  upon  his 
life  appear  as  so  many  bright  places  in  his  science, 
for  which  he  was  exactly  fitted,  not  only  by  his 
head,  but  by  his  heart  A  man's  merit  must 
never  be  judged  without  his  brains,  nor  the  brains 
without  the  man.  The  lines  which  in  Bacon 
mark  the  direction  of  his  practical  life  and  his 
science  are  not  divergent,  but  parallel.  The  same 
man  who,  being  at  first  a  poor  barrister,  could  make 
himself  a  powerful  Lord  Chancellor,  also  made 


♦  The  German  word  is  "object."  but  this  is  one  of  the  cases 
in  which  that  word  is  best  rendered  in  English  bj  **  subject," 
to  which  it  generally  stands  in  direct  contradiction.— <J.  O. 
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at  first,  a  disciple  of  the  Aristotelian  philosophy 
as  taught  by  the  schooImeiL  In  the  spheres  both 
of  politics  and  of  science  his  aspiring  genius  was 
early  manifested.  When  in  1577  *,  a  boy  of  six- 
teen, he  quitted  the  University  of  Cambridge,  he 
already  felt  disgusted  with  the  scholastic  philo- 
sophy. We  do  not  mean  to  maintain  that  he 
then  saw  his  way  plainly  before  him,  and  had 
clearly  apprehended  his  plans  of  reform.  A 
paper  which  might  have  furnished  information  on 
the  subject  is,  unfortunately,  lost.  The  later 
writings  with  which  we  are  acquainted  show  that 
Bacon,  at  least  to  outward  appearance,  used  great 
caution  in  abandoning  the  scholastic  philosophy. 
In  his  **  Cogitata  et  Visaf,"  which  was  the  first 
sketch  of  his  "  Novum  Organum,'*  Bacon  ap- 
peared, for  the  first  time,  as  the  open  and  decided 
adversary  of  the  scholastic  philosophy,  while  the 
spirit  that  appears  in  the  first  sketch  of  his  second 
great  work,  ''De  Dignitate  et  Augmentis  Scientia- 

•  According  to  Mr.  Spedding,  Bacon  left  Cambridge  1575.— 

J.  O. 

t  Published  in  1612.  The  work  •*  De  Sapientia  Veterum  *• 
appeared  in  the  same  year.  The  chronology  of  Bacon's  works 
is  sometimes  uncertain,  and  is  so  in  this  case.  We  take  Lord 
Campbell  for  our  guide.— Author's  note.  [The  "  Cogitata  et 
Visa*  was  sent  to  Bodley  in  1607,  as  can  be  prored  by  a  letter 
of  Bodley's  now  extant  —J.  O.] 
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rum^"^  although  foreign  to  the  Bystem  of  the 
schools^  is  not  so  unequivocally  hostile.  Even 
this  trait  is  truly  Baconian.  He  approached  his 
goal  step  by  step,  looking  far^  and  expressing 
himself  cautiously.  The  part  that  Bacon  in- 
tended to  play  in  science,  and  the  strong  feeling 
he  entertained  of  his  own  scientific  power  long 
before  he  boldly  expressed  his  yiews,  may  be 
gathered  from  one  of  his  letters  to  his  uncle^ 
Lord  Burleigh,  who  probably,  from  selfish  mo- 
tives, did  not  assist  him  in  his  political  career. 
He  writes  in  the  year  1591 :  **  I  confess  that  I 
have  as  vast  contemplative  ends  as  I  have  moderate 
civil  ends,  for  I  have  taken  all  knowledge  to  be 
my  providence  (province  ?) ;  and  if  I  could  purge  it 
of  two  sorts  of  rovers,  whereof  the  one  with  frivo- 
lous disputations,  confutations,  and  verbosities; 
the  other,  with  blind  experiments  and  auricular 
traditions  and  impostures,  hath  committed  so  many 
spoils ;  I  hope  I  should  bring  in  industrious  ob- 
servations, grounded  conclusions,  and  profitable 
inventions  and  discoveries,  the  best  state  of  that 

*  The  first  ootline  of  this  work  bears  the  title,  <*  The  Two 
Books  of  Francis  Bacon  of  the  Proficience  and  Adyancement  of 
Learning,  Divine  and  Human,*'  and  was  publlBhed  in  1605. 
The  Latin  translation,  in  which  the  work  was  considerably 
enlarged,  appeared  in  nine  books,  onder  the  title  given  in  the 
text,  in  the  year  1623.— Author's  note. 
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providence  (province?)."  What  Bacon  always 
desired  in  science  is  here  expressed  in  a  few 
words.  His  plans  were  as  sober  and  practical  as 
was  possible  in  the  region  of  science.  But  what 
thinker  to  this  day  can  escape  the  imputation  of 
being  a  dreamer?  In  such  a  light  did  Bacon, 
who  wished  to  awaken  science  from  her  long 
dream,  appear  to  the  Burleigfas;  in  such  a  light 
they  represented  him  to  Queen  Elizabeth. 

Bacon's  political  career  exactly  corresponded 
to  his  progress  in  science.  His  efforts  in  both 
were  directed  to  great  ends ;  in  both  he  started 
with  far-seeing  projects,  and  achieved  brilliant 
results.  During  a  tour  in  France,  whither,  after 
leaving  Cambridge,  he  accompanied  the  English 
ambassador*,  he  wrote,  at  the  early  age  of  nine- 
teen, a  treatise  on  the  state  of  Europe  (*'  De 
Statu  Europe ").  In  1580  f  the  death  of  his 
falher  called  him  back ;  and  soon  afterwards  he 
drew  up  his  first  philosophical  sketoh,  which  has 
not  been  preserved,  and  which  bears  the  pompous 
tide,  '*  Temporis  partum  Maximum."  By  his 
**  Essays,"  published  in  1597,  he  became  one  of 
the  most  widely  read  and  popular  authors  in 
England.     In  the  reign  of  James  I.  he  rose  in 

•  Sir  AmjaB  Panlet— J  O. 

t  According  to  Mr.  Spedding,  in  Febmarj,  1578-9. 
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philosophical  importance  as  he  rose  in  office.  The 
sketch  of  his  "  Novum  Organum,"  entitled  **  Co- 
gitata  et  Yisay"  appeared  in  the  year  when  he 
was  made  Attomey^General,  and  the  **  Novimi 
Organum  "  itself  crowned  his  philosophical  career 
at  the  verj  moment  when  his  political  career  had 
ended  with  the  dignity  of  Chancellor. 

If  Bacon  had  a  passion  which  sincerely  and 
powerfully  occupied  his  mind,  it  was  the  passion 
for  science  alone.  Science  was  the  only  friend 
to  whom  he  remained  true ;  she  accompanied 
him  through  his  restless  and  busy  life,  and  to  her 
did  the  ever-active  man  return  in  the  hours  of 
his  leisure.  The  thirst  for  science  was  his  greatest 
ambition ;  this  alone  he  could  never  satisfy ;  and 
its  gratification  constituted  the  real  purpose  and 
the  purest  felicity  of  his  life.  This  passion  con- 
soled and  elevated  the  fallen  man  in  his  misfortunes 
after  all  his  other  ambitious  efibrts  were  hope- 
lessly thwarted,  and  it  remained  faithful  to  him 
till  death.  Science  was  Bacon's  last  destiny,  and 
even  death  bore  witness  to  her  fidelity.  He  died 
on  the  morning  of  Easter  Sunday  (April  9th) 
1626,  in  consequence  of  a  physical  experiment*; 

*  Thinking  that  fleih  might  potriblj  be  pfeserred  as  well  in 
•now  as  in  salt,  he  alighted  from  his  coach  at  the  bottom  of 
Highgate  Hill,  wlule  snow  was  lying  on  the  groond^and  bnying 
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and  one  of  the  first  sentences  which^  with  his 
dying  hand,  he  wrote  to  a  friend,  was  this :  *^  The 
experiment  succeeded  excellently  well.^ 

a  hen  «t  the  house  of  a  poor  woman^  made  the  experiment  on  the 
spot  The  snow  chilled  him,  and  not  being  able  to  return  to 
Oraj*B  Inn,  where  he  then  resided,  he  was  taken  to  the  Earl  of 
Arundel's  house,  where  he  was  put  into  a  damp  bed.  The 
letter  cited  abow  was  addressed  to  Lord  Amnde]«  at  whose 
house  he  died. — J.  O. 
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CHAP.  n. 

nmomox  ▲•  thx  pxobijim  of  tbx  lucomir  PHiLoearHT. 

We  hasten  to  protest  against  an  error  respect- 
ing the  Baconian  philosophy  that  is  widely  difiusecl, 
ond  has  taken  deep  root  in  Germany  especially. 
The  judgment  formed  of  Bacon  by  the  majority 
is  to  this  effect^  that  he  was  a  very  fertile  and 
suggestive,  but  by  no  means  a  consistent*  thinker ; 
that  the  constitution  of  his  philosophy  is  deficient 
in  rigidly  scientific  connection  and  in  logical  se- 
quence of  its  difierent  parts,  and  that,  perhaps, 
this  deficiency  arises  from  internal  causes.  If 
by  consistency  they  mean  systematic  form,  they 
are  quite  right  in  denying  it  to  the  Baconian 
philosophy.  There  are  philosophies  that  neither 
can  nor  are  intended  to  be  systems;  and  the 
Baconian  is  one  of  them.  But  system  and  con^ 
sistency  are  by  no  means  identical.  The  syste- 
matic course  of  ideas  is  confined  within  narrow 


*  **Kein  oonseqiienter  Denker."  Th«  word  ^eontifteDt''  U 
too  strong  to  be  an  eqniralent  for  **  cooteqaent,"  tmt  its  eztct 
force  in  this  plmce  will,  I  trest,  be  apparent  from  the  context. 
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limits,  and  may  be  compared  to  a  movement  in  a 
circular  track;  the  (merely)  consistent  course, 
while  it  admits  of  logical  deduction  from  its 
premises,  can  as  well  return  upon  itself,  as 
admit  of  continuance  in  an  infinite  line.  And 
this  last  is  the  course  designedly  taken  by  the 
Baconian  philosophy ;  it  purposely  avoids  the 
systematic  circle ;  but  on  the  path  it  has  chosen 
it  pursues  a  logical  and  well-connected  chain  of 
thought.  The  very  fact  that  this  consistency  in 
the  Baconian  philosophy  has  been  so  little  under- 
stood and  appreciated,  renders  it  our  especial  duty 
to  remove  all  doubts  respecting  its  logical  sound- 
ness. Two  faults,  that  have  been  commonly 
committed  in  forming  notions  respecting  Bacon, 
have  led  to  the  errors  against  which  we  are  now 
contending.  One  fault  consists  in  that  hasty 
knowledge  which  ever  dwells  on  the  surface  of 
the  Baconian  philosophy,  and  does  not  penetrate 
to  its  centre.  This  surface  presents,  indeed,  a 
motley  aspect  The  second  fault  consists  in 
be^nning  with  a  wrong  point  of  view  when 
following  out  Bacon's  course  of  ideas.  Thus  con- 
templated, the  sequence  certainly  looks  arbitrary 
enough.  But  of  what  sort  is  the  contemplation  ? 
£very  rigid  course  of  thought  is  determined 
by  two  points,  that  from  which  it  proceeds,  and 
that  to  which  it  tends ;  the  former  is  the  starting- 
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point,  the  latter  is  the  goaL  The  question  is, 
which  of  these  two  points  is  first  gioen,  first 
apprehended  in  the  mind ;  whether  the  thought 
first  settles  its  starting-point,  and  then  bj  a 
logical  progress  seeks  its  goal,  or  whether  it 
first  takes  a  clear  view  of  its  goal,  and  then  con- 
siders which  road  it  must  pursue,  and  from  what 
point  it  must  set  out  ?  Logical  thought  is  possible 
in  both  cases ;  but  in  the  former  case  the  mode 
of  thought  is  difierent  from  that  in  the  latter. 
There,  mj  first  thought  is  the  premiss,  and  the 
further  course  of  ideas  consists  solely  of  legiti- 
mate conclusions.  Here,  my  first  thought  is  the 
goal,  and  with  respect  to  that  my  premiss  is 
framed.  Here  I  reason  thus:  this  is  mj  goal 
which  stands  as  something  necessary,  and  to  be 
attained  at  all  events;  now  such  and  such  are 
the  means  which  will  bring  me  to  that  end,  and 
these  means  themselves  form  a  chain,  the  first  link 
of  which  is  my  starting-point,  and  in  this  sense 
my  premiss.  Thus  I  reason  from  the  goal  to 
the  starting-point.  If  my  conclusions  are  rightly 
drawn,  the  course  of  my  ideas  is  unquestionably 
logical  {consequent\  but  its  order  and  its  direction 
are  diametrically  opposite  to  those  of  the  other 
course  of  ideas,  which  from  the  given  starting* 
point  proceeds  to  the  not-given  goal.  Both 
modes  of  thought  are  Intimate,  but  they  differ 
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both  in  course  and  in  tendency.  Each  has  its 
own  point  of  view^  and  a  method  depending 
upon  it.  If  the  thought  tends  to  a  principle^  its 
guiding-point  is  an  axiom*;  if  it  tends  to  a  goal 
that  is  to  be  attained,  its  guiding-point  is  a 
problem.  Axioms  suggest  deductions;  problems 
require  solution.  In  the  one  case,  I  ask,  what 
will  follow  from  this  principle?  In  the  other, 
how  shall  I  solve  this  problem?  In  both  cases 
logical  and  methodical  thought  is  required.  The 
first  method  may  be  called  that  of  deductions,  the 
second  that  ot  solutions;  the  former  is  the  synthetic, 
the  latter  the  analytic  method.  For  every  de- 
duction is  a  synthesis,  every  solution  is  an  analysis. 

Now  I  maintain  that  a  mind  whose  first  thought 
is  not  a  principle,  but  a  problem  to  be  solved, 
and  which  begins  by  proposing  to  itself  a  goal 
that  is  to  be  reached, — I  maintain,  I  say,  that 
such  a  mind  must  think  analytically  ;  and  in  this 
its  natural  course  of  ideas  must  be  followed  and 
represented  by  us.  First,  it  apprehends  the  pro- 
blem,—  the  goal  that  hovers  before  it  in  the  dis- 
tance,— then  the  means  of  solution  in  a  regular 
sequence  down  to  the  first  link,  which  ofiers  the 
scientific  starting-point  for  the  solution  itself. 

Such  a  mind  was  the  mind  of  Bacon.     Not  a 
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principle,  but  a  problem  constitutes  the  first 
thought  and  guiding-point  of  his  whole  philosophy. 
He  first  dearly  apprehends  his  goal,  then  he 
reflects  on  the  right  means  for  infallibly  attidning 
it.  Through  the  whole  course  of  his  ideas  he 
never  turns  his  eyes  from  this  goal,  but  always 
keeps  it  steadily  in  view.  This  setting  up  of 
goals  belonged  to  the  nature  of  his  thought, 
which  was  therefore  thoroughly  analytical  in  its 
method.  Bacon  himself  thought  as  he  wished 
science  in  general  to  think;  that  is  to  say,  he 
analysed  things.  His  mind  was  made  not  to 
deduce  from  principles,  but  to  solve  problems; 
and  as  Bacon  thought,  and  indeed  could  alone 
think,  in  consequence  of  the  peculiarity  of  his 
mind,  so  will  he  be  regarded  and  represented  by 
us, — as  an  analytical  thinker.  Every  other  mode 
of  representing  him  is  erroneous.  His  analytical 
reasoning  is  in  the  highest  degree  close  and  con- 
sistent To  discover  in  Bacon  this  character  of 
a  logical  thinker,  we  must  first  suppose  the 
problem  with  and  in  his  mind,  then  seek  the 
means  of  solution;  first  set  up  the  goal,  then 
discover  and  smooth  the  road  to  it.  He  is  wrongly 
understood  when,  as  is  commonly  the  case,  his 
thoughts  are  set  forth  synthetically,  just  as  though 
the  mode  of  his  thinking  resembled  that  of 
Descartes  or  Spinoza.    We  cannot  give  a  synthe- 
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tioal  represeiitation  of  an  analytical  thinker  without 
perverting  his  close  and  logical  sequence  of  ideas 
into  one  that  is  arbitrary  and  unconnected,  and  thus 
greatly  diminishing  his  philosophical  worth ;  for  it 
is  obvious  that  the  analytical  reasoning  from  such 
and  such  a  proposed  end  to  such  and  such  means 
of  attaining  it  is  perfectly  close  and  legitimate ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  synthetical  reasoning 
from  the  means  to  the  end  will  always  appear 
loose  and  doubtful.  The  end  despotically  demands 
the  appropriate  means ;  on  the  other  hand,  the 
means  can  lead  to  many  ends,  and  why  should  I 
infer  one  in  particular  ?  Such  an  inference  would 
be  arbitrary.  If  we  assume  that  Bacon  proposed 
to  himself  a  problem  that  he  could  only  solve 
by  experience,  and  indeed  only  by  one  kind  of 
experience,  we  must  concede  that  he  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  elevating  this  to  a  principle. 
But  if,  on  the  other  hand.  Bacon  had  set  out  from 
experience  as  a  first  principle,  innumerable  roads 
might  have  led  him  from  this  point  to  innumerable 
ends.  Why,  then,  did  he  choose  this  one  parti- 
cular road,  and  this  one  particular  end  ?  Here 
what  has  just  now  appeared  a  necessary  thought 
becomes  a  mere  arbitrary  caprice ;  and  it  is  as  a 
necessary  sequence  of  thought  that  the  Baconian 
philosophy  is  to  be  comprehended  and  exhibited. 
This  is  impossible,  so  long  as  it  is  synthetically 
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treated ;  and  that  which  to  Bacon  himself  was  an 
inference  or  an  intermediate  proposition  is  laid 
down  as  a  fundamental  principle.  It  is  useless  to 
repeat  over  and  over  again  that  Bacon  set  out 
from  experience.  We  may  just  as  well  say  that 
Columbus  was  a  navigator,  while  the  principal 
point  is  that  he  discovered  America.  Mere 
navigation  was  as  little  the  leading  thought  of 
Columbus  as  mere  experience  was  the  leading 
thought  of  Bacon. 


L  Thb  Baconian  Point  of  View. 

D18GOVBBT  AND  INYBlfTIOH. 

What  is  the  point  of  view  that  commands  the 
Baconian  philosophy  from  the  beginning  to  the 
end  ?  Bacon  found  this  point  of  view  by  com- 
prehending the  problem  of  his  age,  and  appro- 
priating it  to  himself.  This  age  was  shaken  to 
its  very  vitals  by  those  reformatory  forces  that 
had  been  awakened  in  the  preceding  centuries. 
A  revolution  had  made  its  appearance,  which 
brought  with  it  a  change,  both  internal  and 
external,  in  human  affairs,  and  introduced  a  crisis 
in  civilisation,  through  r  which  tendencies  and  aims 
were  set  before  man  totally  different  from  those 
which  he  had  previously  followed.      With  his 
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penetmting  intellect^  Bacon  comprehended  the 
altered  physiognomy  of  his  age ;  he  sought  for 
the  ultimate  causes  of  the  change,  and  wished  to 
make  philosophy  accord  with  it.  For  the  new 
life  and  its  impulses  he  wished  to  find  a  new  cor- 
responding logic.  Philosophy  professes  to  be  the 
love  of  truth.  Bacon  would  suit  this  truth  to  the 
times.  ''  It  is  the  greatest  weakness,"  he  says, 
"  to  attribute  infinite  credit  to  authors ;  but  to 
refuse  to  Time,  the  author  of  all  authors,  and  there- 
fore of  all  authority,  its  own  prerogative*  For 
truth  is  rightly  called  the  daughter  of  Time,  not 
of  authority."  *  Again  :  •'  The  opinion  which 
men  cherish  of  antiquity  is  altogether  idle,  and 
scarcely  agrees  with  the  term.  For  the  old  age  and 
increasing  years  of  the  world  should  in  truth  be 
regarded  as  antiquity,  and  these  are  to  be  attri- 
buted to  our  times,  not  to  that  younger  period 
of  the  world,  such  as  it  was  in  the  days  of 
the  (so-called)  ancients.  For  that  period,  with 
respect  to  ourselves,  was  ancient  and  older ;  with 
respect  to  the  world  itself,  modern  and  younger. "f 

*  "Smnms  paafllanimitatiB  est  aathoribns  infinita  tribnere, 
anthori  antein  aathonim  atque  adeo  omnis  authoritatis,  Temporif 
JOB  BQum  deoegare.  Recte  enim  Veritas  Temporis  filia  dicitar, 
non  Anthoritatis.'* — Nov.  Org,  L  Aph.  84. 

t  *'  De  antiqnitate  aatem,  opinio  qnam  homines  de  ipsa  fovent 
negiigens  omnino  est,  et  vix  verbo  ipsi  cong^a.  Mandi  enim 
senium  et  grandsBTitas  pro  antiqnitate  vere  habenda  sant ;  qua 
temporibos  nostris  triboi  debent,  non  jnniori  letati  mnndi,  qualis 
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The  world  in  course  of  time  has  become  older, 
richer,  more  comprehensive;  science  should  be 
raised  to  suit  this  advanced  state  of  the  world. 
The  limits  of  the  material  world  are  extended, 
and  the  intellectual  world  should  not  remain 
within  its  former  boundaries.  Thus  the  problem 
proposed  hy  Bacon  is  this: — So  to  extend  the 
intellectual  world  (globus  intellectualis)  that  it 
may  be  able  to  comprehend  the  material  world, 
such  as  the  latter  has  become.  "  It  would  be  dis- 
honourable to  man  if  the  regions  of  the  material 
globe,  viz.  the  lands,  the  seas,  and  the  stars,  should 
be  so  immensely  revealed  in  our  age,  and  yet 
the  boundaries  of  the  intellectual  world  should  be 
confined  to  the  discoveries  and  straits  of  the 
ancients."* 

What  now  were  the  powers  that  set  this  new  life 
in  motion,  and  put  the  middle  ages  '*out  of  joint?" 
What  were  the  mighty  changes  that  stamped 
Bacon's  age  as  new,  and  fundamentally  different 
from  all  that  had  preceded  it  ?  The  political,  sci- 
entific, and  geographical  conditions  of  the  world 

apad  antiqnos  AiU.  nia  enim  aetas,  respecta  nostri  aotiqaa  et 
mi^r,  reapocta  mundi  ipBtus  nora  et  minor  Aiit.'* — Nov.  Org.  I. 
A  ph.  84. 

*  **  Qatn  et  tnrpe  hominibns  fbret,  a  gloU  materialis  tractns, 
terrarum  Tidelicet,  marium,  astromm,  nostria  temporibiu  im- 
mentum  apciti  et  illiutrati  sint ;  globi  autem  intellectiialis  fines 
inter  yttemm  tntenta  et  angnstiu  cohibeantor."— i&icL 
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had  one  after  another  experienced  a  thorough 
reform.  The  material  and  intellectual  position  of 
mankind  had  become  quite  different  since  new 
expedients  had  removed  the  ancient  limits  of  war, 
science,  and  navigation.  The  reform  in  the  art  of 
war  was  based  upon  the  invention  of  gunpowder ; 
in  science  upon  the  invention  of  printing;  in 
navigation  upon  the  invention  of  the  compass^ 
without  which  the  discovery  of  the  new  world 
would  have  been  impossible.  Discovery^  there- 
fore,  which  was  itself  dependent  upon  invention, 
constituted  the  civilising  impulse  of  that  new 
epoch,  the  spirit  of  which  had  penetrated  Bacon. 
Here  Bacon  discovers  the  secret  of  his  time,  its 
essential  difference  from  antiquity  and  the  middle 
ages —  the  goal  to  which  science  must  henceforth 
be  directed,  and  which  philosophy  should  alone 
consider.* 

The  inventive  spirit  of  man  had  fashioned  the 
new  age.  Hitherto  this  had  been  kept  down, 
either  because  it  was  lightly  esteemed,  or  because 
the  means  of  liberating  it  had  been  wanting — 
because  there  was  no  intellect  to  comprehend  and 
regulate  it.  This,  then,  was  the  problem  appre- 
hended by  Bacon  and  proposed  to  his  age : — The 
subjection  of  science  to  the  spirit  of  invention, 
and  the  liberation  of  this  spirit  from  the  chance 

*  Compare  '*  De  Augment  Scient,"  lib.  V.,  Cap.  2. 
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by  which  human  inventions  had  previously  been 
governed.    He  would  establish  a  new  logic,  corre- 
sponding to  the  spirit  of  invention,  by  which  man 
might  deliberately  and  therefore  more  frequently 
achieve  what  he  had  previously  achieved,  as  it  were, 
by  a  mere  chance,  and  therefore  but  seldom ;  that 
he  might  no  longer  Jindy  but  invent^   Exactly  thus 
does  Bacon  formulise  the  problem  of  his  philo- 
sophy ;  thus  does  he  define  it  in  his  "  Cogitata 
et  yisa,**  the  concise  programme  to  his  **  Novum 
Organum."     Chance,  which  has  hitherto  been  the 
cause  of  inventions,  is  to  be  changed  into  design  ; 
art  (ars)  is  to  take  the  place  of  luck  (casus).   "  He 
thought  that  if  many  discoveries  chance  to  men 
not  seeking  them,  but  otherwise  employed,  no  one 
could  doubt  that  if  the  same  men  were  to  seek 
discoveries,  and  that  not  by  fits  and  starts,  but 
by  rule  and  order,  many  more  things  would  neces- 
sarily be  discovered.     For  though  it  may  happen 
once  or  twice  that  some  one  by  chance  hits  upon 
what  has  hitherto  escaped  him,  while  making  every 
effort  in  the  inquiry,  yet  without  doubt  the  con- 
trary will  happen  in  the  long  run.     For  chance 
works  rarely,  and  tardily,  and  without  order ;  but 
art  constantly,  rapidly,  and  in  an  orderly  manner. 

*  "  KichtySndieii,  ion  dem  erfindem^  There  is  an  antithesis  in 
the  German  words  which  cannot  be  reprodnced  in  English. 
-J.  O. 
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From  thoee  inventions  alao  which  have  already 
been  brought  to  lights  he  thought  it  might  be 
most  truly  conjectured  respecting  those  that  are 
yet  hiddeiL  But  of  these,  that  some  were  of  such 
a  kind  that  before  they  were  discovered  surmises 
concerning  them  would  not  readily  occur  to  any 
one's  mind.  For  men  commonly  guess  at  new 
things  by  the  example  of  the  old,  and  the  fancies 
they  have  derived  from  the  latter;  which  mode 
of  conjecture  is  most  fallacious,  since  those  things 
that  are  sought  from  the  fountain-head  do  not 
necessarily  flow  through  the  accustomed  channels. 
Thus,  if  some  one  before  the  invention  of  cannon 
had  described  it  and  its  effects,  and  had  said  that 
a  certain  thing  had  been  discovered  by  means  of 
which  walls  and  the  strongest  fortifications  might 
be  shaken  and  battered  down  from  a  long  dis- 
tance, men  would  certainly  have  formed  many 
and  various  conjectures  as  to  how  the  power  of 
missive  engines  and  machines  might  be  multiplied 
by  weights,  wheels,  and  the  like ;  but  the  notion 
of  a  fiery  wind  would  scarcely  have  occurred  to 
any  one,  inasmuch  as  none  of  them  could  have 
seen  an  example  of  the  sort,  except  perhaps  in 
an  earthquake  or  thunder-storm,  which  they  would 
have  rejected  from  consideration,  as  things  not  to 
be  imitated.  In  the  same  manner,  if  before  the 
invention  of  silken  thread  some  one  had  talked  in 
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this  fashion,  affirming  that  there  was  a  certain 
thread  useful  for  dress  and  furniture,  which  far 
surpassed  linen  and  woollen  thread  in  fineness, 
mid  at  the  same  time  in  strength,  and  also  in  gloss 
and  softness,  men  would  at  once  have  begun  to 
guess  some  sort  of  vegetable  silk,  or  the  more 
delicate  hair  of  some  animal,  or  the  feathers  and 
down  of  birds ;  whereas  if  any  one  had  dropped 
a  hint  about  a  worm,  he  would  certainly  have 
been  laughed  to  scorn  for  dreaming  of  some  new 
webs  of  spiders.  ....  So  awkward  and  ill-con- 
ditioned is  the  human  mind  in  this  case  of  in- 
vention, that  in  some  things  it  is  first  diffident, 
and  ever  afterwards  despises  itself;  so  that  first 
it  seems  incredible  that  such  and  such  a  thing 
could  be  invented,  but  after  it  has  been  invented 
it  then  seems  incredible  that  it  could  have  escaped 
the  notice  of  man  so  long."* 

Herein,  then,  consists  Bacon's  principle,  which 
is  not  defined  with  sufficient  accuracy  when,  as  is 
commonly  the  case,  he  is  called  the  "  Philosopher 
of  Experience."  This  expression  is  too  vague  and 
broad.  Bacon  is  the  philosopher  of  Invention  ;  at 
least  his  only  endeavour  is  philosophically  to  com- 
prehend and  fortify  the  inventive  spirit  of  man. 
From  this  point  alone  is  his  opposition  to  anti- 

*  Cogitata  et  Fmo,  towards  the  end. 
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quity  and  his  new  philosophy  to  be  explained. 
This  philosophy  is  as  boundless  as  the  region  of 
invention.  It  is  a  movable  instrumenty  not  a 
fixed  edifice  of  dogmas.  It  will  not  endure  the 
confinement  of  system,  the  fetters  of  the  school, 
the  universality  and  completeness  of  theory.  **  Our 
determination  is,"  says  Bacon,  ''to  try  whether 
we  can  really  lay  firmer  foundations  and  extend 
to  a  greater  distance  the  limits  of  human  power 
and  dignity.  And  although,  here  and  there,  upon 
some  special  points  we  hold  (as  we  think)  more 
true,  more  certain,  and  even  more  profitable  tenets 
than  those  hitherto  adopted,  yet  we  offer  no  uni- 
versal or  complete  theory."* 

Just  as  Plato  detected,  and,  we  may  say,  gave 
a  logical  expression  to  the  spirit  that  dwelt  in  the 
poetry  and  art  of  the  Greeks,  so  does  Bacon  direct 
his  glance  to  the  spirit  of  invention  by  which 
those  discoveries  were  made  that  lie  at  the  foun- 
dation of  his  age.  The  two  philosophers  bear  the 
same  relation  to  each  other,  and  are  as  much  dis- 
tinguished from  each  other  as  the  ages  in  which 

*  **  Nobis  constitutam  est,  ezperiri,  an  reyera  potentiae  et  am- 
plitudinis  homaDie  firmiora  fandamenta  jacere  ac  fines  in 
latins  proferre  possimus.  Atque  licet  sparsim,  et  in  aliquibus 
subjectis  specialibus,  longe  Teriora  habeamus  et  certiora  (nt  arbi- 
tramur),  atqne  etiam  magis  fructuosa,  quam  quibus  homines 
adhuc  ntuntur,  tamen  theoriam  nullam  uniTersalem,  ant  inte* 
gram  proponimus.** — Nov.  Org,  I.  116. 
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they  lived.  Both  direct  their  thoughts  to  human 
art  But  the  art  to  which  the  Greek  philosopher 
corresponds  is  the  theoretic^  self-sufficient  art  of 
beauty  in  form;  whereas  that  which  finds  its 
representative  in  Bacon  is  the  practical^  inven- 
tion-seeking art  of  human  utility.  Bacon  himself 
declares^  at  the  end  of  the  first  book  of  his 
"  Novum  Organum:"  "  Let  any  one  consider  how 
great  is  the  dificrence  between  the  life  of  man  in 
the  more  polished  countries  of  Europe,  and  that 
in  some  wild  and  barbarous  region  of  the  New 
Indies.  He  will  deem  the  diiference  so  great, 
that  man  may  be  rightly  called  a  god  unto  man, 
not  only  on  account  of  assistance  and  benefits, 
but  also  by  a  comparison  of  moral  conditions. 
And  this  is  the  result  not  of  the  soil,  not  of  the 
climate,  not  of  any  material  body,  but  of  the  arts. 
It  is  profitable  to  note  the  force,  efiect,  and  con- 
sequences of  things  invented,  which  are  nowhere 
more  manifest  than  in  these  three,  which  were 
unknown  to  the  ancients,  and  the  beginnings  of 
which,  though  recent,  are  obscure  and  without 
glory,  viz.,  the  art  of  printing,  gunpowder,  and 
the  mariner's  compass.  For  these  three  have 
changed  the  aspect  and  condition  of  the  whole 
earth ;  first,  in  literature ;  secondly,  in  warfare ; 
thirdly,  in  navigation.  Whence  innumerable 
changes  have  been  derived,  so  that  no  empire. 
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sect,  or  8tar  seems  to  have  exercised  greater 
power  or  influence  over  human  affairs  than  these 
mechanical  inventions.''* 

We  need  only  apprehend  the  idea  of  invention 
with  analytical  clearness  to  perceive  the  peculiar 
character  of  the  Baconian  philosophy,  its  object, 
its  constitution,  and  its  opposition  to  antiquity. 
Its  sole  object  is  to  effect  such  a  reform  and 
extension  of  human  science  that  this  may  turn  to 
invention  as  its  chief  end,  and  to  furnish  science 
with  an  instrument  which  is  as  well  fitted  to 
make  inventions,  as  a  thermometer  to  measure 
heat     This  instrument  is  the  Logic  of  Invention 
(ratio  inveniendf),  which  makes  the  human  under- 
standing think  in  such  a  manner  that  it  invents 
by  necessity.    Bacon  explains  inventive  thought ; 
he   seeks  the  method  of  invention.    While  he 
exhibits  this,  he  formulises  the  spirit,  and  hits  the 
central  point  of  his  age,  more  especially  fortifying 
the  peculiar  talent  and  impulse  of  hb  own  nation. 
The  method  of  invention  is  the  instrument  with 
which  Bacon  would  equip   science,  and  render 
it  capable  of  conquering  the  world.     This  in- 
strument is  the  **  Novum  Organum,"  which  Bacon 
opposes  to  the  "  Organon"  of  Aristotle.    He  bears 
the  eame  relation  to  antiquity  as  his  *'  Organum" 

^  **Rar8ii8  (ti  placet)  repatet  qoispiam,  quantum  intersit," 
&c— Ab».  Org,  L  129. 
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to  that  of  Aiietotle.     Bacon  analyses  invention  as 
Aristotle  analyses  the  form  of  propositions. 

II.  The  Dominion  of  Man. 

(REOiniM  HOUIKIS.) 

Invention  is  the  aim  of  science ;  but  what  is 
the  aim  of  invention  ?  Usefulness  to  man^  which 
consists  in  this,  that  the  wants  of  his  life  are 
satisfied,  his  pleasures  multiplied,  and  his  power 
increased.  In  one  word,  the  dominion  of  man 
over  things  is  the  highest  and  indeed  the  sole 
end  of  science ;  an  end  which  can  only  be  attained 
by  means  of  inventions.  Science  should  serve 
man, — should  make  him  powerful.  We  cannot 
be  made  powerful  otherwise  than  by  science,  for 
our  power  over  things  is  solely  based  on  our 
knowledge  of  their  nature.  Power  consists  in 
being  able;  but  ability  presupposes  knowledge. 
Man. can  only  act  so  far  as  he  knows;  his  capa- 
bility reaches  only  so  far  as  his  knowledge;  or,  as 
Bacon  expresses  himself  at  the  commencement  of 
the  <'  Novum  Organum : "  *^  Human  science  and 
human  power  coincide."* 

Science  is,  with  Bacon,  not  the  sole  all-sufficient 
end  in  itself,  but  the  means  to  a  further  end.    This 

^  **  Sclentiii  et  potentia  hamanA  in  idem  coincidant."— iVbv. 
Otf.  L  3. 
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absolute  end  is  the  reign  of  man ;  the  means  to 
attain  this  end  are  given  by  invention ;  the  means 
of  invention  are  furnished  by  science.     Thus,  in 
Bacon's  eyes,  science  is  eminently  practical ;  its 
measure  is  human  life,  its  value  consists  in  its 
utility  to  man.     The  further  the  utility  extends 
the  greater  is  the  invention,  and  the  greater  also 
are  the  value  and  power  of  the  science  that  belongs 
to  it.     A  science  that  is  not  practically  useful  is, 
in  Bacon's  eyes,  worth  nothing.     To  his  practical 
mind  there  is  no  self-sufficient  theory  estranged 
from  life,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  there  is  nothing 
in  human  life  that  is  to  be  deemed  unworthy  of 
investigation,  or  despised  as  an  object  for  the 
understanding.      Science  no  more  distinguishes 
anything  as  low  and  vulgar,  than  the  sun  over 
our  heads :     "  With  regard  to  the  meanness  or 
even  fiithiness  of  those  things,  which,  as  Pliny 
says,  are  not  to  be  mentioned  without  an  apology, 
they  must  be  admitted  into   Natural   History, 
no  less  than  those  which  are  most  magnificent 
and  precious.     Nor  is  Natural  History  polluted 
thereby;  for  the  sun  equally  enters  palaces  and 
sewers,  nor  is  he  therefore  polluted.     We  neither 
dedicate  nor  nuse  a  capitol  or  pyramid  to  human 
pride,  but  we  found  a  holy  temple  in  the  human 
mind,  on  the  model  of  the  universe.     This  model, 
theref<Mre,  we  follow.      Whatever  is  worthy  of 
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being,  is  likewise  worthy  of  knowledge,  which  is 
the  image  of  being.  Now  the  mean  and  splendid 
alike  exist"* 

HL  The  Interpretation  of  Nature. 

(JNTEBPRXTATIO  NATC&£.) 

The  reign  of  man  is  the  aini  of  invention.  But 
what  are  its  means?  What  are  the  conditions 
under  which  alone  invention  is  possible?  We 
cannot  govern  things  without  knowing  them,  and 
this  knowledge,  which  nt  once  renders  objects 
transparent  and  subservient  to  us,  can  only  be 
attained  by  long  intercourse, — by  intimate  ac- 
quaintance. To  understand  things  we  must  asso- 
ciate with  them,  as  with  men, — live  in  the  midst  of 
them.  "  We  must,"  says  Bacon,  "  bring  men  to 
particulars  themselves,  and  their  series  and  orders, 
and  men  must  for  awhile  prevail  upon  themselves 

*  **  Quod  vero  ad  renun  TiliUtem  attinet,  vel  etiam  turpitudi- 
nein,  quibus  (at  ait  Plinias)  honos  pnefandns  est ;  cm  res,  non 
minus  quam  lautissinue  et  pretiosissimsc,  in  Historiam  Natu- 
ralem  recipiendsB  sunt.  Neqae  propterea  pollaitnr  Natoralis 
Historia  ;  sol  enim  leque  palatia  et  cloacas  ingreditur,  neqae 
tamen  pollaitor.  Nos  antem  non  Capitoliam  aliquod  aut  pyra- 
xnidem  hominum  saperbiae  dedicamas  aat  condimos,  sed  templum 
sanctum  ad  exemplar  mnndi  in  intellecta  hamano  fundamus. 
Itoque  exemplar  scquimur.  Nam  qaicquid  essentia  dignum  est, 
id  etiam  scientia  dignum,  quae  est  esscntiae  imago.  At  villa 
©que  subsistunt  atquo  lauto."— JVbr.  Org,  L  120. 
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to  cast  aside  their  (pre-conceived)  notions^  and 
to  form  an  acquidntance  with  the  things  them- 
selves."* This  acquaintance  or  intercourse  with 
things  consists  in  experience.  Just  as  a  know- 
ledge of  man  is  not  to  be  obtained  by  construction 
from  abstract  notions ;  so  is  it  with  the  knowledge 
of  things.  Science  should  be  the  correct  image 
of  the  world ;  this  it  can  only  become  by  an  ex- 
perience of  the  world,  that  sojourns  amid  things 
and  their  movements  and  contemplates  them  all 
with  a  free,  unprejudiced  interest.  In  this  sense 
Bacon  makes  experience  the  beginning  of  science. 
Science  should  invent,  and  the  road  to  invention 
is  shown  by  experience.  In  this  sense  is  Bacon 
the  philosopher  of  experience.  Invention  is  the 
end,  and  experience  gives  the  means  to  that  end. 
But  mere  experience  is  far  from  being  invention 
in  itself.  Men  have  always  had  experiences, 
and  have  them  every  day.  Why  do  they  not 
invent  in  the  same  proportion  ?  Simply  because 
that  is  wanting  which  renders  experience  in- 
ventive? And  by  what  means  is  experience 
rendered  inventive  ?  How  must  it  be  so  ordered 
that  invention  is  its  involuntary  and  necessary 

*  **  Bestat  nobis  modus  tradendi  nniu  et  simplex,  at  homines 
ad  ipsa  particularia  et  coram  series  et  ordines  adducamos  ;  et 
Qt  illi  nirsus  imperent  sibi  ad  tempos  abnegationem  notionum, 
et  onm  rebos  ipsis  consnescere  incipiant*'* — Ncv.  Org.  L  86. 
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result  ?     Under  this  definite  formula  does  Bacon 
conceive  his  problem. 

Invention  is  an  art  which  differs  from  Aesthetic 
art  in  this:  that  the  former,  by  means  of  the 
imagination,  produces  something  beautiful;  the 
latter,  by  means  of  the  understanding,  produces 
something  useful.  That  which  serves  mankind, 
augments  his  power,  subjects  to  him  the  power  of 
things,  is  useful.  The  dangerous  forces  of  nature 
are  brought  under  our  dominion,  and  rendered  sub* 
servient  to  our  uses,  whether  as  rulers  we  employ 
them,  or  as  victors  ward  them  off.  Lightning 
is  a  manifestation  of  natural  force  that  threatens 
us;  the  lightning-conductor  secures  us  against 
the  threatened  danger.  Now  to  make  an  inven- 
tion of  this  kind, — ^in  fact,  to  produce  anything 
whatever  by  means  of  the  understanding, — I  must 
know  all  the  requisite  conditions.  Every  inven- 
tion is  an  application  of  natural  laws;  and  to 
apply  them  it  is  necessary  to  know  them.  We 
must  know  what  are  the  conditions  of  warmth  to 
invent  an  instrument  by  which  warmth  may  be 
produced.  We  must  know  the  natural  laws  of 
lightning  to  present  the  conducting  point  to  the 
destructive  spark.  And  so  in  every  case.  Our 
power  over  nature  is  based  upon  our  knowledge 
^  of  nature  and  her  operative  forces.  If  I  am 
"^  >  ignorant  of  the  cause,  how  can  I  produce  the 
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effect?  "B[nowledge  and  power,"  says  Bacon, 
*'  coincide,  since  the  ignorance  of  the  cause  frus- 
trates the  effect.  Nature  can  only  be  conquered 
by  obedience  ;  and  that  which  stands  as  the  cause 
in  contemplation  becomes  the  rule  in  practice."* 

Thus  the  right  understanding  of  nature  is  the 
means  by  which  experience  leads  to  invention. 
If  science  is  the  foundation  of  all  invention,  so  is 
the  right  understanding  of  nature,  or  natural 
science^  the  foundation  of  all  knowledge.  **  Al- 
though," says  Bacon,  ''in  those  very  ages  in 
which  the  wit  of  men  and  literature  flourished 
greatly  or  even  moderately,  the  smallest  part  of 
human  labour  was  bestowed  upon  Natural  Philo- 
sophy, this  very  philosophy  is  nevertheless  to  be  re- 
garded as  the  great  mother  of  the  sciences." f  But 
natural  science  requires  a  correct  explanation  of 
nature, — a  knowledge  not  only  of  her  phenomena. 


*  '*  Scientia  et  potentia  hninana  in  idem  coincidant,  qnia  igno- 
ratio  caussB  destitait  effectnm.  Natara  enim  non  nisi  parendo 
Tindtar  ;  et  qood  in  .contemplatione  instar  cause  est,  id  in  opera- 
tione  instar  regnlsD  est.** — Nov,  Org.  L  3. 

f  The  above  is  rather  a  condensation  than  a  translation  of 
the  passage  (Nov.  Org.  I.  79.)  referred  to,  which  is  this  :  — 
"  At  secando  loco  se  offert  causa  ilia  magni  certe  per  omnia 
momenti :  ea  videlicet,  quod  per  illas  ipsas  states,  quibus 
hominum  ingenia  et  4itersB  maxime  vel  etiam  mediocriter  flom- 
erint,  Naturalis  Fhiloeophia  minimam  partem  hnmansB  opera 
sortita  sit  Atque  hec  ipsa  nihilominus  pro  magna  scientiamm 
matre  haberi  debet.'* — J.  0. 
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but  also  of  her  laws ;  that  is  to  say,  a  real  inter- 
pretation. Here  is  the  decisive  point  at  which 
theory  becomes  practical,  contemplative  science 
becomes  operative,  knowledge  becomes  prodac^ 
tive,  experience  becomes  inventive.  And  inven- 
tion itself  forms  the  transition  from  the  interpre- 
tation of  nature  to  the  dominion  of  man.  Through 
science  experience  becomes  invention,  through 
invention  science  becomes  human  dominion.  Our 
power  rests  upon  our  invention,  and  this  upon 
our  knowledge  of  things.  In  Bacon's  mind, 
power  and  knowledge,  the  dominion  of  man,  and 
the  scientific  interpretation  of  nature,  belong  so 
essentially  to  each  other,  that  he  treats  them  as 
synonymous,  and  connects  them  with  an  ''or" 
(sive).  His  "Novum  Organum"  treats  *'De 
Interpretatione  Naturae  sive  de  Regno  Hominis." 
Our  power  consists  in  knowledge :  in  this 
truly  philosophical  proposition  Bacon  and  Spinoza 
are  agreed.  According  to  Bacon,  knowledge 
makes  us  inventive,  and  therefore  powerful. 
According  to  Spinoza,  knowledge  makes  us  free 
by  destroying  the  dominion  of  the  passions, 
and  the  power  of  external  things  over  ourselves. 
Hero  appears  the  difference  of  the  directions 
taken  by  the  two  minds.  With  Spinoza,  our 
power  consists  in  free  thought,  which  remains 
calmly  contemplating  the  world,  and  is  satisfied 
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with  that  condition.  With  Bacon^  our  power 
consists  in  inventive  thought^  which  exerts  a 
practical  influence  over  the  state  of  the  world,  cul- 
tivating it  and  modifying  it  The  aim  of  Spinoza 
is  attained  when  things  cease  to  govern  us ;  that 
of  Bacon,  when  we  govern  the  things.  Bacon 
uses  the  power  of  knowledge  practically,  Spinoza 
theoretically;  both  in  the  widest  sense  of  the 
term.  Spinoza's  ^m  is  contemplation;  culture 
is  the  aim  of  Bacon. 
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EXPERIENCE   AB   THE  MEANS  OF  imTENTIOV. 

The  leading  points  in  the  Baconian  philosophy 
stand  thus: — Its  ultimate  purpose  is  the  foun- 
dation and  augmentation  of  human  dominion ; 
the  nearest  means  to  that  end  are  supplied  hj 
culture,  which  converts  physical  forces  into  in- 
struments fitted  for  man.  Now  there  is  no 
culture  without  invention,  which  produces  the 
means  of  culture ;  no  invention  without  science, 
which  makes  us  acquainted  with  the  laws  of 
things;  no  science  without  natural  philosophy; 
no  natural  philosophy  without  an  interpretation 
of  nature  that  perfects  itself  according  to  the 
standard  of  experience.  From  every  one  of 
these  as  so  many  points  of  view  Bacon  may 
be  characterised,  for  each  gives  an  essential 
characteristic  of  his  philosophy.  He  aims  at 
the  culture  of  humanity  by  a  skilful  application 
of  natural  science;  he  seeks  to  attain  natural 
science  by  a  right  use  of  experience.  By  a 
correct  method  he  would  convert  experience  into 
science ;  by^  application  in  the  form  of  invention. 
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he  would  convert  science  into  art;  and  this 
he  would  convert  into  a  practical  and  general 
civilisation,  designed  for  the  whole  race  of  man. 
What  single  name  will  su£5ice  adequately  to 
denote  such  a  mind  ?  By  connecting  his  points 
of  view  in  such  lexical  order.  Bacon  becomes  a 
great  thinker.  By  opening  the  widest  prospects 
into  the  realm  of  science,  and  into  the  whole 
sphere  of  human  civilisation,  from  these  points  of 
view,  by  indicating  goals  and  setting  up  problems 
in  every  direction,  so  that  his  system  is  nowhere 
brought  to  a  conclusion  and  dogmatically  hedged 
round,  the  great  thinker  becomes  an  epoch-making 
thinker.  For  it  is  the  peculiarity  of  epoch-making 
minds  that  they  are  open  to  the  future.  Bacon 
designed  no  finished  system,  but  a  living  work, 
that  should  be  continued  in  the  progress  of  time. 
He  sowed  the  seed  for  a  future  crop,  which  was 
to  ripen  slowly,  and  not  to  attain  its  perfection 
till  centuries  had  elapsed.  Bacon  was  well  aware 
of  this ;  he  was  satisfied  to  be  the  sower,  and  to 
be^n  a  work  which  time  alone  could  complete. 
This  feeling  with  regard  to  himself  was  neither 
more  nor  less  than  a  correct  consciousness  of  his 
cause.  At  the  conclusion  of  his  preface  to  the 
"  Novum  Organum  **♦  he  says  thus : —  '*  Of  our- 

*  More  correcUj,   the  general  preface  to  the  "  Instauratio 
Magna."— J.  a 
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selves  we  say  nothing ;  but  for  the  matter  which 
is  treated^  we  desire  that  men  should  regard  it 
not  as  an  opinion^  but  as  a  work,  and  should  be 
assured  that  we  are  laying  the  foundation  not  of 
any  sect  or  theoiy,  but  of  that  which  conduces  to 
the  use  and  dignity  of  man.  Next^  we  desire  that^ 
laying  aside  their  jealousies  and  prejudices,  they 
may  fairly  consult  their  own  common  advantage, 
and  having  been  rescued  by  us  from  the  errors 
and  obstacles  of  their  road  and  furnished  with  our 
defence  and  assistance,  they  may  themselves  par- 
ticipate in  the  labours  that  yet  remain.  More- 
over, that  they  may  be  strong  in  hope,  and  not 
imagine  that  our  Instauraiio  is  something  infinite 
and  beyond  the  reach  of  man,  when  it  is  really  an 
end  and  legitimate  termination  to  infinite  error,  and 
is  so  far  mindful  of  the  mortal  lot  of  man  that  it 
does  not  hope  to  accomplish  its  work  within  the 
period  of  a  single  life,  but  leaves  this  to  succeeding 
times ;  when,  moreover,  it  does  not  arrogantly 
search  for  science  in  the  narrow  cells  of  human 
wit,  but  humbly  in  the  greater  world."*     In  the 

*  *'  De  nobis  ipsis  silemas :  de  re  aatem  qun  agitur  petimus, 
ttt  homines  earn  non  opinionem,  sed  opos  esse  cogitent,  ac  pro 
certo  habeant,  non  sectse  nos  alicajos  ant  placiti  sed  utllitatis  et 
amplitudinis  homanxe  fundamenta  moliri.  Deinde  nt  snis  com- 
modis  Kiqui,  exntis  opinionom  zelis  et  prejudiciis,  in  commune 
consulant,  ac  ab  erroribus  yiamm  atque  impedimentis,  nostris 
pnesidiis  et  aoxiliis,  liberati  et  muniti  laborom  qni  restant  et 
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same  spirit  is  the  following  passage,  which  occurs 
towards  the  end  of  the  first  book  of  the  "  Novum 
Organum :" — ^'  It  will  not  be  amiss  to  distinguish 
three  kinds,  and,  as  it  were,  degrees  of  human 
ambition ;  first,  that  of  those  who  desire  to  enlarge 
their  own  power  in  their  country,  which  is  a 
vulgar  and  degenerate  kind ;  next,  that  of  those 
who  strive  to  enlarge  the  power  and  dominion  of 
their  country  among  the  human  race,  which  is 
certainly  more  dignified,  but  no  less  covetous. 
But  if  one  should  endeavour  to  renew  and  enlarge 
the  power  and  dominion  of  the  human  race  itself 
over  the  universe,  this  ambition  (if  so  it  may  be 
called)  is,  beyond  a  doubt,  more  sane  and  noble 
than  the  other  two.  Now  the  dominion  of  men 
over  things  depends  alone  on  arts  and  sciences ; 
for  nature  is  only  governed  by  obeying  her."* 


ipBi  in  partem  Teniant.  Ptstereaat  bene  sperent,  neque  Instau- 
rationem  nosCram,  nt  qoiddam  infinitum  et  ultra  mortale  fingant 
et  animo  concipiant ;  quum  rcyera  sit  infiniti  erroris  finis  et 
lerminns  legitimos  ;  mortal itatis  antem  et  humanitatts  non  sit. 
immemor  ;  qnnm  rem  non  intra  unins  etatis  curriculum  omnino 
perfici  posse  confidat  scd  successioni  destinet ;  denique  scientias 
non  per  arrogantiam  in  humani  ingenil  ccllnlis,  sed  snbmisse 
in  mnndo  majore  qottrat.** 

*  "  Pnsterea,  non  abs  re  fuerit,  tria  hominnm  ambitionis  genera 
et  quasi  gradns  distinguere.  Frimum  eorum,  qui  propriam  po- 
tentiara  in  patria  sua  amplificarc  cupiunt ;  quod  genus  vulgare 
est  et  degener.  Secundum  eorum,  qui  patrin  potentiam  et 
imperinm  inter  humannm  genus  amplificare  nituntur ;  illud  plus 
certe  habet  dignitatis,  cupiditatis  baud  minus.    Quod  si  quis 
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It  18  obvious  that  human  culture  depends  upon 
experience^  and  the  latter  upon  natural  science  in 
the  sense  of  an  interpretation  of  nature.  The 
question  remains :  How  does  experience  become 
natural  science  ?  For  at  first  it  is  nothing  but  a 
perception  of  single  facts^  a  collecting  together  of 
manifold  instances^  an  enumeration  of  the  things 
perceived^  and  their  properties;  and  the  experi- 
ence of  common  minds  scarcely  ever  rises  above 
this  ordinary  level.  By  what  means^  then,  does 
ordinary  experience  become  scientific  (and  thus, 
consequently,  inventive)  experience?  By  what 
means  does  **  Natural  History  **  (thus,  with  Bacon, 
we  designate  the  narration  of  particulars)  become 
Natural  Science? — how  does  historia  naturalis 
become  seientia  naiuraKs  f  By  what  means  does 
the  description  of  nature  (descriptio  natune)  be- 
come the  interpretation  of  nature  (interpretatio 
natum)?  To  these  questions  we  are  brought 
back  by  the  problem  which  Bacon  negatively 
proposes  in  the  first  book  of  the  "  Novum  Orga- 
num,**  and  po^tively  solves  in  the  second.* 

hnmani  generis  ipsiiis  polentiam  et  imperiun  in  remm  vniver- 
titatem  tnstonnupe  tt  ampliiicwe  coDetor,  ea  prDcoldnbio  ambitio 
(si  modo  ita  Tocanda  sit)  reliqiiis  et  saaior  est  el  avgastior. 
Homiuis  aatem  imperium  ia  les,  in  aotis  aitibos  et  «^»fntiTt 
ponitar.  Natone'cDim  non  iaqieiatar,  nisi  paiendow''^AOT. 
Ory.L  129. 
*  Btooahiniself  ctUs  the  first  part  of  lus**  NoTiDD  Oi;g«Bvm'* 
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I.  The  Idols. 

Nature  is  to  be  interpreted  like  a  book.  The 
best  interpretation  is  that  which  explains  an 
author  out  of  himself^  and  imputes  to  him  no 
other  sense  than  his  own.  The  reader  should 
not  force  his  own  sense  upon  the  author^  as  he 
will  thus  render  a  correct  understanding  im- 
possible, and  arrive  at  an  imaginary  interpretation, 
which,  in  truth,  is  none  at  all.  As  the  reader 
who  makes  his  comments  is  to  the  book,  so  should 
human  experience  be  with  regard  to  nature.  Ac- 
cording to  Bacon,  science  is  the  edifice  of  the 
world  in  the  human  mind;  hence  he  calls  it  a 
temple  after  the  example  of  the  world.  The 
understanding  should  copy  nature,  and  nothing 
but  nature,  without  idealising  her,  without 
abridging  her ;  it  should  add  nothing  of  itself, 
neither  take  away  nor  overlook  anything  belong- 
ing to  the  object,  under  the  misleading  influence 
of  a  childish  and  effeminate  disgust  at  that  which 
is  foolishly  termed  mean  or  filthy.*  It  should 
copy  nature  by  imitating  her  details,  and  not  from 

**  Pars  destraent.**  It  is  intended  to  refute  adverse  ricws  and  to 
cleanse  the  hnman  mind,  like  a  threshing-floor,  that  this  may  he 
rendered  capable  and  sosceptible  of  a  new  kind  of  knowledge. 
Compare  **  Not.  Org."  I.  115.— Author's  note. 
•  Compare  ••Not.  Org.**  L  120. 
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its  own  authority  sketch  a  picture  without  caring 
for  the  original.     Such  a  self-K^reated  picture  is 
not  taken  from  the  nature  of  things^  but  is  antici- 
pated by  the  human  understanding.     Considered 
in  relation  to  the  understanding,  it  is  an  anticipatio 
mentis;  considered  in  relation  to  nature^  it  is  an 
anticipatio  naturte;  compared  with  the  original 
external  to  ourselves,  it  is  no  true  copy,  but  a 
mere  empty  unreal  image,  that  has  no  existence 
save  in  our  own  fancy  ; — a  creation  of  the  brain 
(Hirngespinnst)  or   **Idol.*'       Hence   the   first 
negative  condition,  without  which  a  knowledge 
of  nature  is  altogether  impossible,  is  that  idols 
may  not  be  set  in  the  place  of  real  things  —  that 
in  no  case  may   there  be  an  anticipatio  mentis. 
Nothing  should   be  anticipated,  but  all    should 
be  experienced,  that  is,  derived  from  the  things 
themselves.      There  should  be  no  general  con- 
ceptions (Begriffe)  that  are    not  preceded   by 
actual  observations;  no  judgments  that  are  not 
preceded  by   actual  experience;    no   anticipatio 
mentis,  but  only  an  interpretatio  naturtB.*     *'  For 
the  sake  of  distinction^**  says  Bacon^  ''we  are 
wont  to  call  human  reasoning,  as    applied  to 
nature,  the  4mticipatiim  of  nature,  because  it  is 
rash  and  premature ;  but  that  which  is  properly 

♦  Ooaiwre  •  Nor.  Org^^  pmT.  (towards  tlw  €Bd> 
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deduced  from  things^  the  interpretation  of  nature.'** 
Here  Bacon  discovers  the  fundamental  defect  of 
all  the  science  that  has  preceded  him.  Nature, 
instead  of  being  interpreted,  has  been  anticipated, 
inasmuch  as  explanations  have  been  based  either 
upon  preconceived  notions,  or  upon  too  scanty 
experience.  Either  the  experience  was  made 
under  the  influence  of  an  anticipatio  mentis,  or  is 
interrupted  by  such  an  anticipation ;  in  both 
cases  something  is  assumed  which  has  been  in- 
sufficiently proved  or  not  proved  at  all  by 
experience.  Thus  there  has  been  no  correct 
and  penetrating  knowledge  of  nature,  and  thus 
orderly  and  deliberate  invention  has  been  im» 
possible.  Invention  has  been  leflb  to  chance ;  — 
hence  its  excessive  rarity;  and  science  has  re^ 
muned  occupied  with  idle  speculations ;  —  hence 
its  sterility.  A  want  of  experience,  or  a  too 
credulous  experience,  lies  at  the  foundation  of  all 
these  deficiencies. 

The  human  understanding  must  henceforward 
become  the  perfectly  pure  and  willing  organ  of 
experience.  It  must  first  get  rid  of  all  those 
notions,   which   it  has   deduced   from    its    own 

*  **  Rationem  hamanam  qua  arimar  ad  nataram,  Anticipa* 
tiones  Natane  (quia  res  temeraria  est  et  pnematura),  at  iUam 
rationem  qiue  debitis  modia  elicitor  a  rebus,  Interpretationcm 
Natura,  docendi  gratia  Tocare  consueTimna.*' — Niw.  Org.  L  20. 
Compare  also  to  33.  inclusive. 
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nature,  not  from  that  of  things*  These  notions 
are  not  found,  but  anticipated.  Such  **  Idols  " 
belong  to  human  nature,  either  as  a  natural  or  an 
historical  inheritance.  The  natural  idols  are 
the  peculiarities  of  the  human  species  or  of  par- 
ticular individuals;  and  thus  comprise  errors 
common  to  the  whole  race  {idola  tribus)^  and 
accidental  individual  errors  (idola  specus).  The 
historical  idols  depend  upon  manners,  usages, 
and  customs,  such  as  arise  from  the  inters 
course  between  man  and  man  (idola  fori),  or 
upon  general  traditions  which  on  the  great  the- 
atre of  humanity  are  handed  down  from  gene- 
ration to  generation  (idola  theatri).  These  idols 
obscure  the  human  understanding,  and  hide  from 
it  the  face  of  nature ;  they  must  be  discarded  for 
ever  on  the  very  threshold  of  science.  *^  The 
idols  and  false  notions  which  have  hitherto  oc- 
cupied the  human  understanding  and  are  deeply 
rooted  in  it,  not  only  so  beset  the  minds  of  men 
that  the  access  of  truth  is  rendered  difficult,  but 
even  when  access  is  given  they  will  again  meet 
and  trouble  us  in  the  very  restoration  of  the 
sciences;  unless  men,  being  forewarned,  guard 
themselves  as  much  as  possible  against  them."  * 

*  "  Idola  et  notiones  falsn  qiue  intellectam  hnmannm  jam  oc- 
caparant  atqae  in  eo  alte  luerent,  non  solum  mentes  hominom  ita 
obsident  at  Ycritati  aditua  difficilis  pateat ;  scd  etiam  dato  et 
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The  "idols,"  according  to  Bacon,  are  the  "duties 
of  omission  "  *  in  the  world  of  science.  They  re- 
semble ifffies  fatuif  which  the  traveller  ought  to 
know  in  order  to  avoid  them.  Bacon  would 
make  us  acquainted  with  these  iffnes  fatui  of 
science,  that  direct  us  from  the  true  path  of 
experience;  therefore  he  treats  first  of  the  de- 
lusions,  then  of  the  method  of  knowledge. 
Whoever  seeks  real  copies  of  things  must  beware 
of  false  semblances,  just  as  the  logical  thinker 
must  be  on  his  guard  against  sophisms.  "The 
doctrine  of  "Idols,*'  says  Bacon,  "bears  to  the 
interpretation  of  nature  a  relation  similar  to  that 
which  the  doctrine  of  sophisms  bears  to  ordinary 

dialectic."  t 

11.  The  Baconian  Scepticism. 

HAGOV  AMD   DESCARTSt. 

To  oppose  idols  and  prejudices,  whencesoever 
they  may  come,  science  begins  with  doubt — with 

coneesso  aditn,  ilia  mrsiu  in  ipsa  iastanratione  scientiarom 
occanent  ct  molesta  enrnt,  nisi  homines  pnemonid  adyenus  ea 
86  qnantnm  fieri  potest  muniant" — Nov.  Org.  L  38.  For  the 
doctrine  of  '^Idc^s,*'  compare  the  following  Aphorisms  to  68. 
inclnflive. 

*  '*  Unterlanungspflichten.'* 

t  **  Doctrina  enim  de  Idolis  similiter  te  habet  ad  Interpreta- 
tionem  Natarae,  sicut  doctrina  de  Sophistids  £lenchis  ad  Dia- 
lecticam  Tolgerem.*' — Nov^  Org.  I.  40. 
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Dtt£T  uncertain  t;^.  Doabt  is  the  starting-poinl, 
not  the  goal  of  science ;  the  goal  is  certain  usd 
well-grounded  knowledge.  Science,  according  to 
Bacon,  ehoold  begin  with  "  Acatalepeia,''  to  ter- 
minate in  "  Eucatatepsia."  The  Baconian  doubt 
seeks  to  shake  not  the  foundatiooe,  but  onlj  the 
false  fonndations  of  science,  that  a  £mi  edifice 
after  the  pattern  of  the  world  maj  be  raised  in 
the  human  mind.  Bacon  agrees  with  the  sceptics 
in  his  starting-point,  not  in  his  result.  "  The 
views  of  those  who  adhered  to  Acatalepsia  and 
our  own  method  agree,  to  some  extent,  at  the 
commencement;  but  in  the  end  they  differ  im- 
mensely, and  are  completely  opposed  to  each  other. 
For  the  sceptics  roundly  assert  that  nothing  can 
be  known  at  all ;  we,  that  only  a  email  part  of 
nature  can  bo  known  by  the  method  now  in 
use.  They  proceed  next  to  destroy  the  au- 
thority of  the  senses  and  the  understanding, 
for  which  we,  on  the  contrary,  invent  and  sup- 
ply usiBlanco."  '  And  in  the  same  spirit  Bacon 
declares,  towards  the  end  of  the  first  book  of 


*  "  lUlfo  eorani  qui  tcuialepviai 
tilllib  lull  quodMnmodo  conientiunt  i  «xita  iinnionnim  disjiin- 
guntur  ot  opponuDlur.  Uli  enim  nihil  sciri  poue  ■impliciter 
■Mcrnnt  i  not  non  multamsciri  poMt  in  nitnTk,  ea  qa«  nunc 
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ihe  "  Novum  Organum :  **  "  We  do  riot  con- 
template and  propose  Acatalepsia,  but  Euca* 
talepeia ;  for  we  do  not  derogate  from,  but  assist 
the  senses ;  and  we  do  not  despise,  but  direct  the 
understanding.  And  it  is  better  to  know  what 
is  necessary,  and  at  the  same  time  to  think  that 
we  do  not  know  it  thoroughly,  than  to  think  that 
we  know  thoroughly,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
know  nothing  of  that  which  is  required."* 

Hence  we  may  compare  the  Baconian  doubt 
with  the  Cartesian;  for  these  two,  by  effecting 
the  revival  of  philosophy,  divide  the  epoch  of 
that  revival  between  them.  Both  of  them  have 
the  same  origin  and  the  same  tendency,  both 
have  the  same  goal  before  them,  and  are  actuated 
by  the  same  internal  conviction,  that  all  the 
knowledge  hitherto  acquired  is  but  uncertain, 
and  that  a  new  kind  of  knowledge  is  required. 
The  cause  of  science  must  once  more  be  under- 
taken from  its  very  commencement ;  the  work  of 
the  understanding  must  be  performed  anew. .  Thus 
alike  think  Bacon  and  Descartes.  Therefore,  by 
means  of  doubt,  they  withhold  their  assent  from 

*  "  Nos  reio  non  Acatalepsiain,  sed  Eacatalepsiam  meditamur 
et  proponimus :  aenial  enim  non  derogamna,  sed  ministramos  ; 
et  intellectam  non  contemnimus,  sed  regimiu.  Atque  melios 
est  scire  qnantom  opns  sit  et  tamen  nos  non  penitos  scire  pn- 
taie,  qaam  penitos  scire  nos  pntare,  et  tamen  nil  eorum  qa» 
opns  est  tsire.**  —  Nov.  Org,l.  126. 
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all  the  knowledge  that  has  hitherto  been  deemed 
unquestionable^  in  order  to  obtain  a  clear  field 
for  their  labour  of  renovation.  Their  doubt  is  of 
the  refonnatory  kind ;  it  is  a  purification  of  the 
understanding,  with  a  view  to  a  perfect  renewal 
of  science.  But  now,  what  is  to  be  effected  by 
the  understanding  thus  purified,  and  therefore,  in 
the  first  instance,  vacant?  Here  the  two  re- 
formers of  science  part  from  each  other  in  the 
opposite  directions  that  are  followed  by  after 
ages;  here,  from  a  common  stock,  spring  the 
two  trunks  of  modem  philosophy.  Descartes 
says,  the  pure  understanding  must  be  left  wholly 
to  itself,  that  from  itself  alone  it  may  derive  all 
its  judgments.  Bacon  on  the  other  hand  de- 
clares, in  the  very  preface  to  the  '^  Novum  Or- 
ganum :  *'  **  The  only  renuuning  hope  and  salva- 
tion is  to  beg^n  over  again  the  whole  work  of  the 
mind,  so  that  firom  the  very  first  the  mind  may 
not  be  trusted  to  itself,  but  continually  durected.'^ 
The  common  root  of  modem  philosophy  is  the 
doubt  which  is  alike  Baconian  and  Cartesian. 
From  this  doubt  springs  the  pure  intellect,  which 
is  left  to  itself  by  Descartes ;  wUle,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  is  fiustened  by  Bacon  to  the  leading- 
strings  of  nature.    From  these  different,  and,  we 

*  *B«al«t«iiiGaMlusscnBita^  at  o|mBuiivenam  mentis  de 
talQfro  TMamatar ;  ac  nwiia,  jam  ab  ipsa  principio,  nnllo  modo 
s^bl  pvrviittatttr,  aed  pcrpetao  rcgatnr.^—Aor.  Ot^l,  pnef. 
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i>^7  ^Jf  opposite  dispoBitions  of  the  philosophical 
understanding,  arise  the  different  directions  taken 
by  modem  philosophy  in  the  progress  of  its  de- 
velopment*  One  series  follows  the  selfngufficient 
intellect  of  Descartes,  the  other  the  intellect  in 
the  leading-strings  of  nature,  to  which  it  has  been 
attadied  by  fiacon«  The  representatives  of  the 
former  tendency  are  necessarily  metaphysicians 
and  idealists;  those  of  the  latter  (necessarily 
likewise)  are  empiricists  and  sensualists.  The 
Cartesian  soil  could  not  do  otherwise  than  bring 
forth  a  Spinoza  and  a  Leibnitz;  the  Baconian 
naturally  produced  a  Hobbes  and  a  Locke. 
Leibnitz  originates  the  German,  Locke  the  An- 
gIo*Gallic  enlightenment  {AufUdrung)^  both  of 
which  lead  to  a  new  epoch  in  philosophy,  in 
which  they  are  merged  at  last.  However,  we 
need  not  here  follow  this  yet  distant  prospect. 

We  return  to  that  doubt  by  means  of  which 
Bacon  and  Descartes  purify  the  understanding 
from  all  prejudices.  The  understanding  so  puri- 
fied is  directed  by  Descartes  to  itself,  by  Bacon 
to  nature;  the  former  makes  it  at  once  self- 
dependent,  the  latter  makes  it  completely  de- 
pendent on  nature;  or,  to  express  ourselves 
figuratively,  the  pure  understanding,  just  newly 
bom,  is  at  once  matured  to  manhood  with  Des- 
cartes ;  while  with  Bacon  it  is  first  in  a  state  of 
childhood,  and  is  treated  as  a  child.     This  treat- 
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ment  is  less  bold^  but  more  judicious^  because 
more  conformable  to  nature.  Bacon  treats  the 
understanding  like  a  trainer ;  the  child  ought  to 
grow  and  develop  itself  gradually.  In  a  child- 
like mind,  which  stands  open,  without  reserve  or 
prejudice,  to  the  impressions  of  the  world,  must 
science  be  renewed,  for  thus  it  literally  becomes 
once  more  young.  According  to  the  Baconian 
philosophy,  the  human  understanding  has  a 
Natural  History;  while,  according  to  the  Car* 
tesian,  it  is  alike  devoid  of  history  and  nature.* 

Bacon  bids  science  meet  the  *^  Idols "  with 
annihilating  doubt,  but  nature  with  pure  sus- 
ceptibility t  (Empjanfflichkeit).  The  human  un* 
derstanding  must  resign  itself  wholly  to  nature 
with  child-like  confidence,  that  it  may  really  feel 
domesticated  with  nature.  Bacon  loves  to  com- 
pare the  dominion  of  man,  which  consists  in 
knowledge,  with  the  kingdom  of  Heaven,  of 
which  the  Bible  says :  —  **  Except  ye  become  as 
little  children,  ye  shall  not  enter  into  the  kingdom 
of  Heaven."  "  The  idols  of  every  kind,"  says 
Bacon,  '*  must  be  abjured  and  renounced  with  a 
firm  and  solemn  resolution,  and  the  understanding 
must  be  wholly  freed  and  cleared  from  them,  that 
the  access  to   the  kingdom  of  man,   which  is 

*  <*  Natnr-  and  Oescbichtsloa.**         f  Or  «  receptivity.**— J.  O. 
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founded  in  science,  may  be  eame  as  that  to  the 
kingdom  of  Heaven,  where  no  entrance  is  possible, 
sare  by  assuming  the  character  of  children."  * 


m.   The  Experimentalising  Percbptiok. 

In  the  spirit  of  Bacon,  we  may  designate  that 
view  of  things  as  alone  correct  which   remains 
to  us   after  the   removal  of  all  idols.      These 
Idols  are  the  peculiarities  of  human  nature  and 
of   individuals,    the  conventionalities  of   social 
intercourse,   and   the   authorities   confirmed    by 
history.     All   these  varieties  may  incontestibly 
have  their  value  in  their  proper  place,  but  they 
have  nothing  in  common  with  the  nature  and 
quality  of  things,  and  therefore  our  observation 
of  things  ought  not  to  be  influenced  by  them.    It 
18  only  with  respect  to  science,  which  they  should 
not  affect,  that  they  are  idols.     Of  the  classes 
above    enumerated  we    omit  that  of  individual 
peculiarity,  as  leading  too  much  into  the  obscure 
and  indefinite.     The  others  are  more  manifestly 

•  ••  Qiue  mnnia  (idola)  consUnti  et  solcnni  dccrcto  sunt  ab- 
ocganda  ct  rennncianda,  ct  intellcctus  ab  iia  omnino  Uberandas 
at  ei  expnrgandtis ;  at  non  alios  fere  sit  aditns  ad  regnam 
hominis,  quod  fnndatur  in  scieDtiis,  quam  ad  rcgnum  caaomm, 
in  quod,  nisi  sub  persona  infantis,  intrarc  non  datur.*— Abr. 
Org,  I.  6S. 
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and   generally   important;    they   are,   therefore, 
worthy  of  a  clear  and  accurate  description.* 

1.  coHvicTKiit  opFoaiD  TO  inraoBirr. 

What  results  from  our  contemplation  of  things 
after  the  removal  of  all  the  systems  and  traditions 
supported  by  historical  authority  {tdola  theatri)? 
On  authority,  things  are  considered  not  as  they 
appear  to  ourselree,  but  as  they  appear  to  public 
opinion,  which  clothes  itself  with  the  dignity  of  a 
traditional  religion  or  philosophy.  Thus  they 
are  contemplated  without  any  judgment  or  ex- 
perience of  our  own.  On  the  other  hand,  our 
contemplation,  when  it  becotues  independent,  is 
converted  into  autopsy,  into  observation  actually 
made  by  ourselves,  so  that  we  no  longer  take 
upon  trust  and  repeat  that  which  is  said  or 
reputed  true  by  others,  but  only  adhere,  by  virtue 
of  our  own  convictions,  to  that  which  we  have 
ourselves  perceived  and  experienced.  Thus,  in 
astronomy,  for  example,  the  Ptolenuean  system, 

*  In  the  omission  of  Iha  "  Idola  ipecos,"  and  in  the  order  in 
which  ire  hsTe  ranged  the  three  other  Idoii,  we  have  followed  not 
onr  own  choice,  but  the  Baconian  prescription.  Bacon  him- 
•elf  calls  ihe  negative  part  of  his  logic  (that  is  to  saj,  the  refa- 
talion  of  the  Idols)  "triplex,"  and  dcaignatei  the  three  parts  : 
<'  «>.i.m.tin  '■'■i'Mophiamm  "  (idola  theatri),  "red.  demouatra- 
).  and  "  red.  ralionii  huRiATUB  natnne  (id.  tri- 
ract  "Fartia  instanrationis  aecanda  delineatia" 
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supported  by  a  certain  interpretation  of  Scripture, 
was  an  ''  Idolum  theatri,''  which  science,  in  the 
person  of  Copernicus,  solemnly  and  for  ever  aban- 
doned. Here  for  the  first  time  she  has  used  her 
own  faculties  in  observing,  with  perfect  indepen- 
dence, whether  the  sun  really  moves  and  the  earth 
really  stands  still,  and  arrives  at  a  result  opposed 
to  the  belief  entertained  by  public  opinion.  The 
exclusion  from  science  of  the  '^  Idola  theatri,"  as 
decinve  grounds,  amounts  to  a  declaration  that 
science  is  independent  of  all  belief  based  on 
authority,  and  that  man  is  to  be  referred  to  his 
own  convictions  alone* 

S.    RSAL  OFP08BD  TO  VBRBAL  XKOWLEDOK. 

After  the  removal  of  the  first  class  of  idols, 
nothing  remains  but  a  personal  acquaintance  with 
the  things  themselves.  But  now  in  most  cases 
we  fancy  that  we  know  things,  without  having 
seriously  learned  to  know  them.  We  think  we 
are  certain  as  to  their  value,  because  we  possess 
the  symbols  of  it,  and  circulate  them  with  facility. 
These  symbols  are  names  or  words,  which  we  know 
sooner  than  the  nature  of  the  things  themselves, 
and  with  the  assistance  of  which  men  communicate 
their  notions  to  each  other.  Accustomed  from 
childhood  to  put  words  in  the  place  of  things. 
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and  with  these  words  to  be  perfectly  intelligible 
to  everybody,  we  involuntarily  take  them,  mere 
signs  as  they  are,  for  the  things  signified, — the 
nominal  for  the  real  value.  Words  are,  as  it 
were,  the  current  coin,  by  means  of  which  we 
put  forth  and  take  in  our  notions  of  things ;  they 
constitute,  like  money  in  trade,  not  the  real  and 
natural^  but  the  conventional  value  of  things,  as 
settled  by  the  relations  of  human  intercourse. 
We  must  not  take  this  market*price  for  the  thing 
itself,  with  respect  to  which  it  is  completely 
extrinsic  and  indifferent.  So  little  are  words 
guided  by  the  nature  of  things,  that  (for  instance), 
in  common  parlance*,  the  sun  still  moves  round 
the  earth,  though  in  truth  this  never  was  the 
case,  and  though  we  have  long  been  convinced  of 
the  contrary.  Words  do  not  say  what  things  arcy 
but  what  they  denote  to  us ;  they  represent  our 
own  notions,  and  generally  are  as  uncertain  as 
our  notions  are  obscure.  Because  words  and  the 
usages  of  language  designate  things  not  as  they 
are  in  their  own  nature,  but  as  they  are  considered 
in  the  intercourse  between  man  and  man.  Bacon 
reckons  the  delusion,  through  which  we  cling 
to  words,  and  fancy  we  grasp  the  things  them- 


*  As  in  expressions  tiwt  refer  to  the  rising  or  setting  of  Um 
snn. — J.  O. 
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selves^  among  the  Idola  Fori,^  Hence  Bacon 
loyes  so  much  to  oppose  the  wisdom  of  words  to 
the  knowledge  of  things ;  an  opposition  that  fur- 
nished a  watchword  to  his  successors.  His  remarks 
on  the  subject  of  words^  while  treating  of  the  Idola 
Forty  contun  a  brief  programme  of  all  the  inquiries 
about  language  that  have  been  made  in  accordance 
with  his  views.  In  these  investigations  both  the 
"  Forum  "  itself  and  the  "  Idols  "  play  their  part : 
the  Forum^  because  language  appears  as  a  result 
of  human  invention,  that  is  to  say,  a  mere  arbi- 
trary piece  of  bungling  workmanship ;  the  Idols, 
because  words  represent  general  conceptions,  and 
therefore  unreal  notions.  ^ 

3.   HATUBAL  AHALOOT  OPPOSED  TO  HUMAH  AHALOOT. 

The  Idola  Theatri  consist  in  this:  that  we 
take  things  not  as  they  appear  to  ourselves,  but 
as  they  are  declared  to  be  on  the  authority  of 
another;  that  we  see  them  with  the  eyes  of  others 
instead  of  our  own.  The  Idola  Fori  consist  in 
this :  that  we  take  things  not  as  they  are,  but  as 
they  appear  to  us  through  the  medium  of  human 
intercourse.  What  view  of  things  is  left  after  the 
removal  of  the  Idola  Fori  9  Our  own  knowledge 
is  directed  from  the  signs  to  the  things  signified, 

*  Compare  Not.  Org.  69,  60. 
Q 
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and  these  can  only  be  learned  by  our  own  per- 
ception and  investigation. 

But  then,  is  eyen  our  own  perception  correct  ? 
Are  things  really  what  we  take  them  to  be, — as 
they  are  reflected  in  our  senses?  Are  the  sen- 
sible impressions  true  copies  of  things  themselves 
— an  expression  corresponding  to  their  nature, 
and  not  rather  an  expression  corresponding  to  our 
own?  Our  own  perception  and  conception  of 
things  is,  as  it  were,  a  translation  of  them  from 
physical  into  human  nature,  from  the  universe 
into  our  own  individuality;  a  translation  in  which 
the  original  loses  its  own  peculiarity,  and  arbi- 
trarily assumes  an  human  peculiarity  in  its  stead. 
Thus,  even  in  our  own  immediate  perception  of 
things, — apart  from  the  doctrines  enforced  by 
authority  and  the  notions  current  in  social  inter- 
course— there  is  something  foreign  to  the  things 
themselves ;  something  superadded  by  us  ;  some- 
thing that  lies  in  the  conditions  of  our  nature,  so 
that  we  fail  to  make  true  copies  of  things,  and 
produce  distorted  images  instead.  Our  own  notion 
of  nature  presents  delusive  phantoms  to  our  gaze, 
deceives  us  with  false  representations.  These 
are,  to  use  Bacon^s  words,  the  Idola  Tribus,  which 
are  the  most  potent  of  all,  for  they  govern  the 
entire  human  race ;  and  their  government  is  the 
hardest  to  overthrow,  inasmuch  as  they  have  been 
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founded  not  by  historical  authority  in  the  course 
of  time,  but  by  nature  itself.     The  human  soul 
isj  indeed^  a  mirror  of  things,  but  this  mirror  is  so 
cut  by  nature  that,  while  it  reflects  things,  it  at 
the  same  time  alters  them,  and  does  not  exhibit 
one  without  blending  with  it  an  human  element, 
*- without,  by  a  certain  magic,  transferring  it 
into  something  human.   What  is  there  in  common 
between  things  themselves  and  human  forms? 
What  has  the  sun  to  do  with  the  fact  that  to  the 
eyes  of  an  inhabitant  of  the  earth  he  appears  to 
move  ?     This  is  an  illusion,  the  cause  of  which 
lies  not  in  the  motion  of  the  sun,  but  in  our  own 
eyes,  to  which  oar  own  planet  b  the  point  of 
view.    If  I  assert  that  the  sun  moves,  because  we 
are  taught  so  by  Ptolemy,  I  judge  by  an  Idolum 
TheatrL     If  I  make  the  same  assertion,  on  the 
ground  that  everybody  says  so  likewise,  I  judge 
by  an  Idolum  Fori.     If  I  say :  *^  The  sun  moves, 
because  I  see  it  move  with  my  own  eyes,"  I 
judge  by  an  Idolum  Tribus,     I  feel,  for  instance, 
the   warmth  of  the  water,  and  determine  the 
degree  of  warmth  by  my  sensations.      But  the 
same  water  appears  first  cold  and  a  few  mo- 
ments   afterwards    warm,    without  any    change 
having  taken  place  in  the  degree  of  its  warmth. 
The  warmth  of  mjf  body  has  changed,  and  this 
body  when  heated  feels  the  water  cold,  when 
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cooled  feels  the  water  warm.  Thus  is  it  with 
all  our  perceptions, — with  our  entire  contem* 
plation  of  things.  We  measure  and  judge  them 
by  our  own  standard,  we  view  them  from  a 
point  that  lies  in  our  own  nature,  which  is  indeed 
the  nearest  and  most  natural  as  far  as  we  are 
concerned,  but  with  respect  to  the  things  is  pe]> 
fectly  foreign  and  indifferent.  We  apprehend 
them  not  as  they  are  in  themselyes,  but  as  they 
stand  in  relation  to  us ;  not  according  to  their 
own  analogy,  but  according  to  ours;  or  to  use  the 
Baconian  language,  we  consider  things  ex  analogia 
hominiSf  not  ex  analogia  universu  Under  this 
formula  the  Idola  Tribus  may  best  be  noted. 
^^  These  Idols,**  says  Bacon,  **  are  founded  in 
human  nature  itself, — in  the  very  tribe  or  race 
of  men.  It  is  falsely  asserted  that  human  sense 
is  the  standard  of  things,  since,  on  the  contrary, 
all  the  perceptions  both  of  the  senses  and  of  the 
mind  are  according  to  the  analogy  of  man,  not 
that  of  the  universe,  and  the  human  intellect 
is  like  an  uneven  mirror  to  the  rays  of  things, — 
blending  its  own  nature  with  the  nature  of  the 
object,  so  as  to  distort  and  disfigure  the  latter."* 

•  •*  Idola  Tribns  sunt  fnndaU  in  ipsa  natnra  humana,  atqae  in 
ipsa  tribn  sen  gente  hominnm.  Falao  enini  asscritur,  sensnm 
hamannm  ^bm^  mensnram  rerum ;  quin  contra,  omnes  percep- 
tiones  tarn  senans  qoaxn  mentia  sunt  ex  analogia  hominis,  non 
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This  passage  is  mentioned  in  yery  contemptuous 
terms  by  Spinoza  in  his  letter  to  Oldenburg.  He 
treats  Bacon  as  a  confused  babbler^  who  talks  at 
random  about  the  cause  of  error  and  the  nature 
of  the  mind.  But^  far  from  refuting  Bacon»  he 
does  not  clearly  show  the  point  that  constitutes 
the  utter  difference  between  Bacon  and  himself. 
It  is  worth  while  to  give  prominence  to  this  point, 
for  there  is  manifestly  a  great  deal  in  the  passage 
above  cited  that  Spinoza  himself  might  have  said. 
In  the  first  place,  Man  is  not  the  mecisure  (or 
standard)  of  things:  this  proposition  is  in  the 
very  spirit  of  Spinoza.  In  the  second  place,  all 
those  notions  are  false  that  are  formed  according 
to  the  analogy  of  man,  and  not  according  to  that 
of  nature,  and  herein  lies  the  ground  of  error, — 
Error  cofisists  in  the  inadequcUe  representation  of 
things:  this  sentence  is  no  less  Spinozistic  In 
the  third  place,  all  our  representations,  both  sen- 
suous and  logical,  are  according  to  human  analogy, 
and  therefore  inadequate;  the  human  understanding 
is  by  nature  an  inadequate  mirror  of  things*  In  this 
third  proposition  alone  lies  that  difference  between 
the  two  that  Spinoza  should  have  shown  more 
clearly.     For,  according  to  him,  truth  is  naturally 

ex  analogia  aniTeni.  Estqne  intellectuB  hnmanoB  instar  specali 
innquaiifl  ad  radios  renim,  qai  saam  nattiram  natunB  remm 
immiieetv  eamqao  dutorqaet  et  inficit.** — Nov,  Org.  L  41. 
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immanent  in  the  human  mind^  only  it  is,  at  first, 
veiled  and  obscured  by  inadequate  (sensuous) 
ideas.  Hence,  with  Spinoza,  true  knowledge 
solely  consists  in  the  clearing  up  of  obscure  ideas, 
in  the  emendation  of  the  understanding.  With 
him  the  understanding  is  corrected  from  its  own 
resources ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  with  Bacon 
it  is  brought  to  right  knowledge  by  the  leading- 
strings  of  nature  through  continued  experience. 
This  contrast  between  Spinoza  and  Bacon  is  the 
same  that  is  to  be  found  between  Bacon  ^nd 
Descartes;  between  Locke  and  Leibnitz;  between 
empiricism  and  idealism  generally.  That  Spinoza 
will  make  no  concession  to  his  adversary,  lies  in 
the  character  of  his  point  of  view.  Perhaps  it 
was  displeasing  to  him  to  find,  from  an  opposite 
point  of  view,  so  much  that  was  kindred  to  his 
own  thoughts ;  perhaps  this  very  affinity  in  Bacon 
especially  revolted  him.  With  him  the  will  was 
a  consequence  of  knowledge,  and  could  never, 
therefore,  be  a  ground  of  error.  Now  of  Bacon 
he  says :  '^  Whatever  further  causes  he  may  as* 
sign  to  error  are  easily  reducible  to  the  one  cause 
of  Descartes,  namely,  that  the  human  will  is  free 
and  more  comprehensive  than  the  understanding ; 
or  as  Bacon  himself  (Aph.  49.)  more  confusedly 
expresses  himself,  because  the  understanding  has 
not  the  quality  of  a  dry  lights  but  receives  an 
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infasion  from  the  will.'*  This  passage  is  not 
accurately  quoted.*  It  stands  thus:  ''The  human 
understanding  has  not  the  quality  of  a  dry  lights 
but  receives  an  infusion  from  the  will  and  the 
passions,  whence  science  is  generated  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wish ;  for  that  which  man  desires 
should  be  true  he  the  more  readily  believes." 
Now  what  does  Bacon  say  ?  That  desire  perplexes 
the  understanding.  And  what  says  Spinoza?  That 
desire  is  a  perplexed  understanding.  In  point  of 
fact,  the  two  propositions  declare  the  same  thing, 
namely,  the  perplexity  of  desire.t 


4.  mJLTKIOMSKT  OPPOSBD  TO  THB  DBLUSION  OF  TRB  SBNSES. 

Sense  and  Instrument 

What  then  remains  for  us,  when  the  under- 
standing and  the  senses  deceive  us,  and  the 
human  mind  is  by  nature  a  deceptive  mirror 
of  things?  The  understanding  and  the  senses 
must  not  be  left  as  they  are;  they  must  be 
cultivated,  corrected,  assisted,  that  they  may 
correspond  to  things ;  the  magic  mirror  of  the 

*  More  properlj,  tlw  qnoution  ii  too  Abmptljr  terminated. 

.0. 
t  Vide  Appendix  A. 
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mind  must  be  made  smooth^  and  polished  bright^ 
that  the  speculum  incRquale  may  become  a  specu- 
lum (Bquale,  And  how  can  this  be  effected? — 
not  by  nature,  but  only  by  art  What  is  im- 
possible for  the  mere  senses  and  the  unassisted 
understanding,  —  namely,  a  correct  perception 
of  things,  —  is  attainable  both  by  senses  and 
understanding  with  the  aid  of  an  instrument. 
Equipped  with  a  fitting  instrument,  human 
perception  becomes  correct;  without  one  it  is 
fallacious.  What  is  invisible  or  obscure  to  the 
naked  eye,  becomes  visible  and  clear  to  the  eye 
armed  with  a  microscope  or  telescope.  The 
human  hand  can,  indeed,  feel  the  warmth  of  the 
water,  but  cannot  arrive  at  a  right  judgment 
respecting  it ;  for  it  feels  its  own  warmth  at  the 
same  time,  and  accordingly  as  this  is  greater  or 
less  than  the  warmth  of  the  water,  the  latter 
appears  cooler  or  warmer.  The  actual  warmth 
of  the  water  is  only  ascertained  by  the  thermo- 
meter, which  reveals  to  the  eye  what  the  hand  is 
unable  to  perceive.  We  will  call  perception 
(Wahrnehmung\  when  aided  by  an  instrument, 
"observation"  {Beohachtung)\  and  the  process 
by  which  we  exhibit  a  natural  phenomenon  in  its 
purity,  without  any  heterogeneous  element,  an 
experiment  In  this  spirit.  Bacon  himself  declares : 
"  Neither  the  bare  hand  nor  the  understanding, 
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left  to  itself,  can  effect  much ;  effects  are  produced 
by  means  of  instruments  and  helps."*  And  in 
another  place :  All  true  interpretation  of  nature 
consbts  in  accurate  experiments,  whereby  the 
senses  pronounce  judgment  only  upon  the  ex- 
periment, but  the  experiment  upon  the  object 
itself. 


5.  EFFICIBITT  OPPOSED  TO  FIKAL  CAUSES,  f 

However,  not  only  in  the  nature  of  the  senses, 
but  also  in  that  of  the  human  understanding,  are 
illusive  phantoms  that  destroy  the  true  know- 
ledge of  things.  And  there  is  one  notion,  espe- 
cially, that  most  easily  and  mischievously  misleads 
the  human  understanding,  most  effectually  falsifies 
the  interpretation  of  nature,  and  is  the  chief  cause 
of  the  ignorance  and  sterility  that  has  hitherto 
prevailed  in  science.  We  have  a  propensity  to 
transfer  to  things  our  own  nature  and  its  attri- 
butes, thus  acconmiodating  things  to  ourselves, 
and  not  ourselves  to  things,  and  apprehending  the 
phenomena  of  nature  according  to  human  analogy. 
Thus  we  interpret  nature  falsely ;  endowing  her 
with  human  attributes,  and  conceiving  her  not 

*  **Nec  nuinas  nuda  nee  intellectiu  sibi  pennissns  multmn 
ralet ;  ixutramentis  et  auxiliis  res  perficitur." — Nov,  Org,  L  2. 
t  "  CuualitAt  gegen  Teleologie." 
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something  physical^  but  something  anthropo- 
morphic It  belongs  to  the  very  constitution 
of  our  understanding  to  form  generic  ideas ;  and 
to  that  of  our  will  to  act  with  certun  ends  in 
view.  These  generic  ideas  and  ends  (or  goals) 
are  forms  that  belong  essentially  to  man,  but 
explain  nothing  in  the  nature  of  things.  Never- 
theless,  these  yery  ideas  that  explain  nothing 
have  hitherto  constituted  the  principles  of  what 
is  called  Natural  Philosophy.  Bacon  reckons 
Final  Causes  among  the  Idola  Tribus^  and  in  the 
region  of  physics  finds  them  not  only  useless,  but 
injurious.  He  deduces  them  in  the  following 
manner  from  the  propensity  of  the  human  under- 
standing: ''The  human  understanding,  being 
restless  and  unable  to  halt  or  rest,  ever  presses 
forward,  but  in  vain.  Thus  it  appears  incon- 
ceivable that  there  is  any  final  boundary  to  the 
world,  but  it  always  seems  necessarily  to  occur 
to  us  that  there  must  be  something  beyond. 
Nor,  indeed,  can  we  imagine  how  eternity  has 
flowed  down  to  the  present  day ;  for  the  ordinary 
distinction  of  an  infinity,  a  parte  ante  and  a  parte 
post,  cannot  hold  good,  inasmuch  as  it  would 
necessarily  follow  that  one  infinity  is  greater 
than  another,  and  also  that  infinity  is  wasting 
away  and  verging  to  an  end.  There  is  a  similar 
subtUty  with  regard  to  the  infinite  divisibility  of 
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lines  arising  from  the  weakness  of  our  own  facaltj 
of  thought  But  still  greater  mischief  arises  from 
this  mental  impotency  in  the  discovery  of  causes. 
For  though  the  greatest  generalities  in  nature 
should  be  positive  just  as  they  are  found,  and  in 
point  of  fact  are  not  causable ;  nevertheless  the 
human  understanding,  incapable  of  rest,  seeks  for 
something  better  known.  Thus,  however,  whilst 
aiming  at  what  is  more  remote,  it  falls  back  to 
what  is  nearer,  namely^  to  final  causes,  which 
clearly  belong  more  to  the  nature  of  man  than  to 
that  of  the  universe ;  and  from  this  source  philo« 
sophy  has  been  marvellously  corrupted.  Indeed, 
it  is  the  part  of  an  inexperienced  and  shallow 
philosopher  to  seek  for  causes  in  the  greatest 
generalities,  and  not  to  require  a  cause  for  sub* 
ordinate  objects."* 

*  **  Gliscit  inteUectos  fanmaniis,  neqne  consmt/ere  ant  aeqaieacere 
potis  est,  sed  ulterioB  petit ;  at  frostra.  Itaqne  incogitabile  est 
at  sit  aliqnid  extreiDum  ant  eztimom  mnndi,  sed  semper  quasi 
necessario  occnrrit  nt  sit  aliqnid  nlterins  :  neqne  mrsos  cogitari 
potest  qnomodo  stemitas  defluxerit  ad  hone  diem;  com  dis* 
tinctio  ilia  qusB  recipi  consaevit,  quod  sit  infinitum  a  parte  ante 
et  a  parte  post,  nnllo  modo  constare  possit ;  quia  inde  seqneretnr 
qnod  sit  nnnm  infinitum  aiio  infinito  majus,  atquo  ut  con- 
sumatnr  infinitum,  et  rergat  ad  fiiiitum.  Similis  est  subtilitas  de 
lineis  semper  dlTisibilibus,  ex  impotentia  cogitatioDis.  At  majore 
cum  pemicie  intervenit  hsec  impotentia  mentis  in  inventiooe 
causamm  :  nam  cum  maxime  universalia  in  natura  positiya  esse 
debeant,  quemadmodum  inveniuntur,  neque  sunt  reyera  causa- 
bilia;  tamen  intellectns  humanns,  nescius  acquiescere,  adhno 
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By  the  idea  of  a  final  cause,  metaphysics  are 
distinguished  from  physics.  An  interpretation  of 
nature  by  final  causes  is  a  mixture  of  metaphysics 
with  physics,  which  renders  the  latter  confused 
and  sterile.  Sterility  in  a  science  is,  to  Bacon's 
mind,  something  deplorable;  and  as  he  has 
proposed  to  free  science  from  its  wretched  con- 
dition, he  is  bent  upon  clearing  up  perplexities, 
separating  what  has  wrongly  mixed,  parting  the 
heterogeneous.  He  would  exhibit  physics  in  all 
their  purity,  and  therefore  he  assigns  to  meta- 
physics the  forms  and  final  causes  that  are  of  no 
service  to  physics.  Physics  are  occupied  not 
with  the  forms,  but  with  the  matter  of  things ; 
they  explain  individual  phenomena,  are  satisfied 
with  secondary  causes,  with  which  they  inter- 
pret everything  in  nature,  and  interpreting  no- 
thing by  final  causes,  leave  the  primary  origin  of 
things  to  metaphysics.  The  efficient  are,  in  fact, 
the  physical  causes.  Thus,  in  his  work  "De 
Augmentis  Scientiarum,"  Bacon  designates  the 
theory  of  final   causes   as  a  portion  of   meta- 

appetit  notiora.  Turn  yero  ad  nlteriora  tendens  ad  proximiora 
recidit,  videlicet  ad  causas  finales,  qns  sant  plane  ex  natora 
hominis  potius  qaam  aniverei ;  atqae  ex  hoc  fonte  philoeophiam 
miris  modis  conmpenint.  Est  antem  leqae  imperiti  et  leviter 
pfailosophantis,  in  maxime  nniTersalibas  causam  reqairere,  ac  in 
sabordinatis  et  Bubalternis  cansam  non  desiderare." — Nov.  Org, 
L48. 
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physics  that  has  hitherto  not  been  overlooked, 
but  assigned  to  a  wrong  department.  '^The 
inquiry  of  final  causes,''  he  says,  *'I  am  moved 
to  report  not  as  omitted,  but  as  misplaced ;  and 
yet  if  it  were  but  a  fault  in  order,  I  could  not 
speak  of  it,  for  order  is  matter  of  illustration,  but 
pertaineth  not  to  the  substance  of  sciences.  But 
this  misplacing  hath  caused  a  deficience,  or  at 
least  a  great  improficience  in  the  sciences  them* 
selves.  For  the  handling  of  final  causes,  mixed 
with  the  rest  in  physical  inquiries,  hath  inter- 
cepted the  severe  and  diligent  inquiry  of  all  real 
and  physical  causes.  .  .  .  And  therefore  the 
natural  philosophy  of  Democritus  and  some  others 
(who  did  not  suppose  a  mind  or  reason  in  the 
power  of  things,  but  attributed  the  form  thereof, 
able  to  maintain  itself,  to  infinite  essays  or  proofs 
of  nature,  which  they  term  fortune,)  seemeth  to 
me,  as  far  as  I  can  judge  by  the  recital  and  frag- 
ments which  remain  unto  us,  in  particularities  of 
physical  causes,  more  real  and  better  inquired 
than  that  of  Aristotle  or  Plato."  • 

Thus,  the  position  of  Bacon  among  philoso- 
phical minds  is  determined.  He  would  establish 
the  dominion  of  man  over  nature,  by  means  of 

*  *' Adyancement  of  Leaming."  Th«  parallel  passage  in 
**  De  Aug.  Scient."  to  which  Dr.  Fischer  refers,  will  be  fouad  in 
lib.  ill.  cap.  iy. 
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inyention;  he  would  arrive  at  inyention  hj  the 
interpretation  of  nature,  without  idols.  Do  not, 
in  your  view  of  things,  allow  yourself  to  be 
swayed  by  any  authority  or  doctrine  whatever, 
but  observe  for  yourself.  Learn  to  know  things 
themselves;  not  through  the  medium  of  words, 
but  as  they  are  in  reality,  —  not  according  to 
current  notions,  but  as  they  are  in  nature.  Make 
experiments  and  observations  for  yourself;  but 
do  not  let  your  observations  be  affected  by  ana- 
logies drawn  from  the  nature  of  man  (analogia 
hominis) ;  do  not  be  misled  by  the  senses,  which 
present  you  with  illusions,  nor  by  the  hasty 
understanding  that  rapidly  flies  over  details  and 
involuntarily  substitutes  itself  for  the  physical 
forces ;  that  is  to  say,  rest  your  observations  upon 
experiment,  set  out  with  the  exclusion  of  final 
causes  from  your  interpretation  of  nature,  nowhere 
seek  for  anything  beyond  the  efficient  causes  of 
natural  phenomena. 

Thus  that  which  remains  after  the  removal  of 
all  the  idols,  is  experimentalising  perception 
from  the  point  of  view  taken  by  mechanical  or 
physical  causality.  By  this  course  alone  can 
the  human  mind  attain  a  real  copy  of  nature, 
which  according  to  Bacon  is  the  true  object 
of  science.     "The  world  is  not  to  be  confined 
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(a8  hitherto)  within  the  straits  of  the  intellect, 
but  the  intellect  is  to  be  enlarged  to  receive  the 
image  of  the  world,  such  as  it  is."  * 

*  "  Neqoe  enim  uctandiu  est  mtmdiiB  ad  angiudas  intellectiu 
(quod  adhoc  factum  est),  sod  expandendiu  intellectas  et  lax- 
andoB  ad  mandi  imaginem  recipiendam,  qnalis  invenitiir.''-'- 
Parcuotof,  IV. 
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CHAP.   IV. 

THUS  EmOUCnOK  A8  THE  METHOD  OF  BZPSSIEKGB. 

The  only  true  and  fruitful  mode  of  contem- 
plating nature  is  experimentalieing  perception, 
directed  solely  to  the  efficient  causes  of  things. 
The  perception  thus  attained,  after  the  removal  of 
all  Idols, — this  perfectly  objective  view  of  things 
we  will,  with  Bacon,  call  **  pure  experience " 
{mera  exyerientia).  The  end  of  experience  is 
obvious  enough; — it  proceeds  from  the  facts  of 
nature,  and  directs  itself  to  their  causes.  A  way, 
therefore,  is  to  be  found  that  will  lead  from  one 
point  to  another, — not  by  a  mere  happy  chance, 
but  of  necessity,  —  and  this  way  is  the  method  of 
experience.  The  first  task  it  proposes  is  to  ascer- 
tain facts,  that  is,  to  establish  what  really  hap- 
pens, with  the  circumstances  of  the  event,  and 
thus  to  collect  materials,  which  will  form  the 
elementary  substance — as  it  were,  the  capital  of 
science.  Let  us  suppose  this  task  —  this  qutBstio 
facti — performed  to  the  greatest  possible  perfec- 
tion, and  we  have  a  series  of  cases,  a  collection 
of  fiictSj  which  when  they  are  once  established 
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can  at  first  merely  be  enumerated.  Thus^  the 
performance  of  the  first  task  consists  in  the 
simple  enumeration  {enumeratio  simplex)  of  per- 
ceived facts,  which,  properly  arranged,  consti- 
tute the  description  of  nature  or  ^'  Natural 
History.**  Now  how  from  such  a  description  do 
we  get  a  science  of  nature  ?  How  from  this  expe- 
rience do  we  obtidn  knowledge ;  or,  what  is  the 
same  thing,  how  do  we  ascend  from  the  experience 
of  facts  to  the  experience  of  causes  ?  There  is  no 
real  knowledge  before  the  experience  of  causes, 
or,  as  Bacon  says :  **  To  know  truly  is  to  know 
from  causes."*  How  then  am  I  to  learn  the 
causes,  the  effective  conditions,  on  which  the 
phenomenon  in  question  is  to  be  found? 

I.  The  Cokpaiuson  of  several  Instances. 

Every  natural  phenomenon  is  presented  to  me 
under  certain  conditions.  The  point  therefore 
is,  among  the  various  data  to  ascertain  those  that 
are  absolutely  necessary  and  essential  to  the  phe- 
nomenon in  question;  so  that  it  would  not  be 
possible  without  them.  '^How  shall  I  find  the 
essential  conditions?" — that  is  the  question,  and 
the  answer  is:  '^By  setting  aside  whatever  is 
non-essential  or  contingent."     The  residue  of  the 

•  "  Becte  poQitnr  :  yere  scire  esse  per  cansas  scire."— JVop. 
Ori/,  Lib.  n.  Aph.  2. 
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data,  after  this  operation,  will  manifestly  consist 
of  those  that  are  essential  and  true.  As  the 
necessary  conditions  in  all  instances  consist  of 
the  data  that  are  left  after  this  deduction,  Bacon 
terms  these  the  "true  difference'*  {differentia 
vera)\  which  he  further  designates  as  the  fountun 
of  things,  operative  nature,  the  form  of  a  given 
phenomenon.*  As  the  true  contemplation  of 
things  is  the  perception  of  them  by  man  after  the 
removal  of  all  idols,  the  true  conditions  of  a  pheno- 
menon are  those  that  remain  after  the  deduction 
of  contingencies.  Now  arises  the  question :  ^'  How 
shall  I  know  what  is  contingent?"  The  dis- 
covery of  contingencies,  and  the  separation  of 
them  from  the  other  data,  is  the  real  purpose  and 
aim  of  the  Baconian  experience.  If  this  problem 
is  solved,  we  have  arrived  at  the  discernment  of 
the  essential  conditions  of  a  phenomenon,  conse- 
quently at  the  knowledge  of  the  natural  law 
itself,  or  the  interpretatlo  uaturcB. 

There  is  only  one  way  of  obtaining  the  solution, 
viz.,  the  comparison  of  a  number  of  similar 
instances.  This  comparison  must  be  of  a  two- 
fold kind.  In  the  first  place  we  ehould  compare 
several  instances  in  which  the  same  phenomenon 

*  **Datas  antem  naturae  Formam,  rive  differentiam  Terain,8ive 
nataram  nnturantem,  pive  fontem  emanationis  invenire,  opus  et 
intentio  est  HomaniB  Scicntue."— Abv.  Org,  L  1. 
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(heat»  for  instance)  occars  under  yarious  condi- 
tions^ then  with  these  instances  we  should  com- 
pare others^  where,  under  similar  conditions,  the 
same  phenomenon  does  not  occur.  The  former 
instances,  which  Bacon  calls  "  positive''  (instan- 
ii€B  poMitiva  sive  eonvenientes)  are  similar  with 
respect  to  the  phenomenon  under  consideration ; 
the  latter,  which  he  calls  *' negative'*  (instantia 
negative  vel  contradictiva)  are  similar  with 
respect  to  the  conditions.  What  is  required, 
therefore,  is  a  comparison  of  the  positive  instances 
with  each  other,  and  also  with  the  negative. 
Thus  if,  for  instance,  heat  is  the  phenomenon 
under  consideration,  the  sun  that  gives  warmth 
is  a  positive  instance ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  moon  and  stars  that  give  no  warmth  are 
negative.  From  the  comparison  of  these  it  is 
clear  that  a  celestial  luminary  is  by  no  means  an  j^i^  - 
essential  condition  of  light.*  Those  conditions 
alone  are  necessary  that  are  connected  with  the 
phenomenon  in  every  instance ;  those  that  are  not 
are  merely  contingent.  There  is  heat  connected 
with  phenomena  of  light,  but  there  is  also  heat 
without  light,  and  light  without  heat ;  hence  light 
is  not  an  essential  factor  of  heatf 

*  Or  rather,  light  ia  not  a  neeeflsarj  conseqaence  of  a  celes- 
tial Inminarj. — J.  O. 
t  Compare  Nov,  Org,  IL  11—20. 
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Thus,  by  accurate  and  frequent  comparison, 
non-essential  conditions  are  detected,  and  by  their 
exclusion   {rejectio)  the  essential   conditions  are 
attained.     Thus  experience  proceeds  from  fact  to 
fact  till  it  arrives  at  a  law — from  the  singular  to 
the  universal.     It  confirms  fact  by  experiment; 
discovers,  by  a  fitting  comparison  of  facts,  the 
universal  law,  principle,  or  axiom  by  which  the 
operation  of  nature  is  guided.     Thus,  to  speak  in 
the   manner  of  Bacon,  experience  ascends  from 
the  experiment  to  the  axiom.     This  is  the  me- 
thod of  Induction^  which  Bacon  therefore  calls 
the  true  key  to  natural  philosophy.     To  deduce 
axioms  from  experiments,  '*  we  must  first  prepare 
a  complete  and  accurate  natural  and  experimental 
history.     This  constitutes  our  foundation,  for  we 
must   not  imagine  or  invent,  but   discover  the 
operations  of  nature.     But  natural   and   expe- 
rimental history  is  so  varied  and  diffuse  in  its 
material  that  it  confounds  and  distracts  the  human 
understanding,  unless  it  be  fixed  and  exhibited  ia 
due  order.     Therefore  tables  and  co-ordinations 
of  instances  must  be  framed  in  such  a  manner 
and  order  that  the  understanding  may  be  able  to 
act  upon  them.      Even  when  this  is  done,  the 
understanding,  left  to  itself  and  its  own  operation, 
is  incompetent  and  unfit  to  form  axioms,  without 
direction  and  support.     Hence  we  must,  in  the 
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third  place,  apply  a  true  and  legitimate  Induction^ 
which  is  the  very  key  of  interpretation,"* 

n.  The  Ihpobt  of  Negatiyb  Instances. 

CBITICAL  XXPSRISNOB. 

Bacon  calls  his  own  induction  "  legitimate  "  and 
"  true "  to  distinguish  it  from  another  that  is 
neither  legitimate  nor  true,  that  proceeds  without 
rule,  and  arrives  at  false  results.  Experience 
and  induction  are  in  themselves  so  far  from  new, 
that,  on  the  contrary,  they  form  the  daily  sus- 
tenance of  our  knowledge.  Every  day  makes 
an  addition  to  our  experience;  and  at  last,  by 
summing  up  our  daily  experiences,  we  arrive  at 
a  total  result,  which  has,  for  us,  the  force  of  an 
axiom.  This  inference  of  a  supposed  axiom  from 
a  fact  is  also  of  the  inductive  kind ;  and  by  means 

*  **  Primo  enim  paranda  est  Historia  Natnralis  et  Experi- 
meotaliB,  snfficiens  et  bona ;  quod  frmdamentam  rei  eat ;  neque 
enim  fingendum  aut  excogitandom,  sed  inYenienduni)  quid 
natnra  faciat  ant  ferat.  Historia  yero  Natoralis  et  Ezperi- 
mentalis  tarn  yaria  est  et  sparsa,  at  intellectum  confundat  et 
disgreget,  nisi  sistatnr  et  compareat  ordine  idoneo.  Itaqae 
formandffi  sunt  Tababe  et  Coordinationes  Instantianun,  tali 
modo  et  instractione  at  in  eas  agere  possit  intellectos.  Id 
qnoqae  licet  fiat,  tamen  intelleetus  sibi  permissus  et  sponte 
morens  incompetens  est  et  inhabilis  ad  opificium  axiomatam, 
nisi  regatar  et  muniatar.  Itaqae  tertio,  adhibenda  est  Indac- 
tio  legitima  et  vera,  qase  ipsa  Clavis  est  Interpretationis."— 
Aot;.  Org.  IL  10. 
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of  this  sort  of  iodticUoa  is  found  that  wiadom  of 
ordinary  life  of  which  we  have  an  instance  in  the 
"  weather-wiadom "  of  a  peasant.  But  just  in 
the  same  manner  we  are  convinced  ever;  dajr 
that  our  experiences  thus  formed  are  insecure, — 
tha"t  our  inferences  are  incorrecL  A  new  expe- 
rience, on  which  we  did  not  reckon  in  summing 
up  those  preceding,  shows  that  onr  rule  was 
fiUse ;  and  a  single  instance  is  sufficient  to  refute 
the  Talidity  of  a  supposed  law.  If  that  which, 
according  to  our  rule,  ought  to  occur,  fiuls  to 
occur  on  one  occasion  only,  this  is  a  proof  that 
the  rule  was  no  better  than  an  "  idol.*  Such  a 
dngle  case,  in  opposition  to  a  rule,  is  a  negatioe 
instance.  And  ia  the  course  of  our  ordinary  ex- 
perience we  constantly  meet  with  such  negative 
instances  that  annihilate  the  results  based  upon 
our  previous  experience,  and,  on  that  account,  re- 
ceived by  us  with  implicit  futh.  Rules  for  the 
weather  are  constantly  made  ridlculoua  by  nega- 
tive instances ;  and  ordinary  experience  is  not 
more  certain  than  the  almanac  Experience  doea 
not  become  certain  till  it  has  no  more  to  appre- 
hend from  negative  instances;  till  its  results 
are  no  longer  exposed  to  the  risk  of  being  over- 
thrown every  moment  by  some  unexpected  occur- 
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security  to  be  attained?  In  one  way  alone. 
Experience  must,  as  far  as  it  is  possible,  foresee 
eyery  case ;  must  guard  itself  betimes  against  the 
danger  of  negative  instances,  by  taking  them  into 
consideration ;  nay,  before  it  draws  an  inference 
it  must  itself  seek  for  the  negative  instances,  that 
these  may  not  afterwards  rise  in  opposition  and 
overthrow  premature  results.  To  distingubh  this 
course  from  that  of  ordinary  experience.  Bacon 
calls  it  ^  methodical ; "  to  distinguish  it  fram  or- 
dinary induction,  he  calls  it  '*  true.''  An  expe- 
rience can  only  be  refuted  by  the  testimony  of 
opposing  facts ;  and  if  there  is  no  fact  left  to  bear 
witness  against  it,  it  is  altogether  irrefutable, — 
stands  perfectly  firm.  The  only  defence  which 
experience  can  provide  against  such  a  testimony 
is  by  seeking  it  out,  and  eliminating  it,  before  a 
final  decision  is  made.  As  in  a  lawsuit  it  should, 
as  it  were,  confront  the  positive  with  the  negative 
instances,  and  after  the  hearing  pronounce  a 
sentence,  according  to  the  approved  maxim  of 
every  fair  judge :  Audiaiur  et  altera  pars  1 

Negative  instances  render  experience  difficult, 
and,  in  a  scientific  sense,  legitiml^.  With* 
out  them  it  is  easy  and  uncriticaL  Thus  Bacon 
assigns  the  highest  importance  to  negative 
instances ;  they  are  with  him  the  criterion  of  em- 
pirical truths  —  its  only  voucher.     We  can  vouch 

B  4 
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for  a  truth  when  it  cannot  be  contradicted ;  we  can 
vouch  for  empirical  truth  when  experience  does  not 
pronounce  any  one  of  its  judgments^  without  taking 
into  consideration^  elucidating  and  solving  all  con- 
tradictory cases.  This  can  only  be  effected  by 
means  of  negative  instances,  which  compel  expe- 
rience to  pause  at  every  step^  and  provide  it  with 
a  clue  by  which  it  slowly  and  surely  approaches 
a  fixed  goal,  instead  of  prematurely  hurrying 
towards  one  that  is  merely  illusive.  Thus  is  ex- 
perience placed  beyond  the  reach  of  contradiction. 
'*  I  think,"  says  Bacon,  *^  that  a  form  of  in- 
duction should  be  introduced,  which  from  certain 
instances  should  draw  general  conclusions,  so 
that  the  impossibility  of  finding  a  contrary  in- 
stance might  be  clearly  proved."*  By  an  unre- 
mitting comparison  of  positive  with  negative  in- 
stances, necessary  conditions  are  separated  from 
contingencies.  Hence  Bacon  calls  the  com- 
parative understanding,  the  ^^ divine  fire"  by 
which  nature  is  sifted,  and  the  laws  of  her  pheno- 
mena are  brought  to  light.  "A  solution  and 
separation  of  nature  must  be  effected,  not  indeed 

♦  "Visum  eat  ei  talem  indactionis  formam  introdaci,  qua 
ex  aliqaibiu  generaliter  concludat ;  ita  at  instantiam  contradic- 
toriam  inyeniri  non  posse  demonstretur.** — Cogitata  et  Visa,  It 
is  scarcely  necessary  to  state  that  throughout  this  treatise  Bacon 
speaks  of  himself  in  the  third  person.— J.  O. 


I  V-     — 
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by  fire,  but  hj  the  understandiDg,  which  is^  as 
it  were,  a  divine  fire.***  **  Man  is  only  per- 
mitted to  proceed  first  by  negatives,  and  then  to 
arrive  at  aflirmatives,  after  every  kind  of  ex- 
cIu6ion."t 

We  have  already  seen  how  the  Baconian  science 
takes  its  origin  from  doubt,  which  leaves  it  no- 
thing but  pure  experience.  It  does  not  adhere 
to  doubt  like  the  sceptics,  but  strives  after  certain 
knowledge,  though  still  taking  doubt  as  a  con- 
stant guide  through  all  its  investigations,  and 
concluding  none  till  this  guide  has  been  heard  and 
satisfied.  That  first  doubt,  which  precedes  all 
science,  makes  this  science  purely  empirical.  The 
second  doubt,  that  accompanies  science  at  every 
step,  renders  experience  critical.  Without  the 
first,  experience,  even  in  its  first  origin,  would  be 
encumbered  with  idols,  and  never  attain  a  dear 
result;  without  the  second,  it  would  grasp  idols 
instead  of  truths  in  its  path,  and  thus  become 
credulous  and  superstitious.  Against  this  con- 
tingency it  is  protected  by  unremitting  doubt,  by 


*  '^NfttnnB  facienda  est  promis  solatio  et  separatio,  non  per 
ignem  certe.  Bed  per  mentem,  tanqaam  ignem  diTinniiL*' — Nov. 
Org,  IL  16. 

t  **  (Homini)  tantam  concedltnr,  procedere  primo  per  nega- 
Uras  et  postremo  loco  desinere  in  affirmadyaf  post  omnimodam 
ezclaaionem.** — Nov,  Org,  IL  15. 
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the  critical  understandings  that  against  every  posi- 
tive instance  invokes  a  negative.  Whence,  then, 
do  credulity  and  superstition  derive  their  origin  ? 
Only  from  the  want  of  critical  understanding, — 
from  the  disregard  of  negative  instances,  —  from 
an  easy  and  indolent  contentment  with  a  few 
positive  instances  picked  up  at  pleasure.  If  the 
negative  instances  had  obtained  a  fair  hearing, 
there  would  not  have  been  so  many  rules  about 
the  weather;  and  the  many  marvels  that  have 
been  ascribed  to  inexplicable  and  demoniac  powers 
would  never  have  been  believed.  Thus,  for  in- 
stance, we  are  told  of  somnambulists  who  predict 
the  future.  The  credulous  understanding  is 
satisfied  with  one  (perhaps  doubtful)  instance, 
spreads  it  about,  becomes  superstitious,  and 
renders  others  superstitious  likewise.  The  cri- 
tical understanding  asks.  Where  are  the  som- 
nambulists who  do  not  prophesy,  or  whose  pre- 
dictions are  not  fulfilled?  Without  doubt  they 
might  be  found  if  they  were  only  sought;  and 
one  single  negative  instance  would  be  sufficient 
to  banish  from  the  whole  world  a  belief  in  the 
infallibility  of  such  prophecies, — to  convince  the 
whole  world  that  in  these  cases  other  powers  are 
at  work  than  the  demoniac  or  the  divine.  If  every 
belief  of  the  kind  that  appeals  to  certain  cases,  to 
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certain  experiences^  were  forced  to  undergo  ex- 
perimentally the  ordeal  of  negative  instances,  how 
few  would  endure  the  test  I  What  would  be- 
come of  Swedenborg  and  Cagliostro  ?  '*  It  was 
well  answered  by  him,"  says  Bacon^  **  who,  being 
shown  in  a  temple  the  votive  tablets  of  those  who 
had  escaped  the  peril  of  shipwreck,  and  being, 
moreover,  pressed  whether  he  would  then  acknow- 
ledge the  power  of  the  gods,  asked  where  were 
the  portraits  of  those  who  had  perished  after 
making  their  vows.  The  same  may  be  said  of 
nearly  every  kind  of  superstition,  as  that  of  astro- 
log7»  dreams,  omens,  retributive  judgments,  and 
the  like,  in  which  men,  delighted  with  vanities 
of  the  sort,  observe  the  events  when  they  are 
fulfilled,  but  neglect  or  pass  them  by,  though 
much  more  numerous,  whenever  a  failure  occurs. 
But  with  much  more  subtilty  does  this  evil  in- 
sinuate itself  into  philosophy  and  the  sciences, 
in  which  a  maxim  that  has  once  been  accepted 
infects  and  governs  all  others,  though  much  more 
worthy  of  confidence.  Besides,  even  if  that 
eagerness  and  vanity,  to  which  we  have  referred, 
did  not  exist,  there  is  still  this  peculiar  and  per- 
petual error  in  the  human  mind,  that  it  is  swayed 
and  excited  more  by  aflirmatives  than  by  nega- 
tives; whereas  it  ought  duly  and  regularly  to 
regard  both  with  impartiality ;  nay,  in  establish- 
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ing  any  true  axiom  there  is  greater  force  in  the 
negative  than  in  the  positive  instance.*'*  For 
manifestlj  that  which  is  refuted  bj  a  single  in- 
stance cannot  be  proved  bj  an  hundred. 

The  negative  instances,  of  which  Bacon  would 
make  methodical  use,  stand  in  his  philosophy  as  a 
security  against  too  credulous  reliance  on  indi- 
vidual experience ;  against  all  hasty  assumption ; 
in  a  word,  against  ''idols."  They  constitute,  in  the 
philosophical  understanding,  the  spirit  of  contra- 
diction ;  the  logical  goad  of  that "  enlightenment" 
(^Aufklarung)  that  the  successors  of  Bacon  have 
difiused  over  the  earth.  The  Anglo-Gallic  ''  en- 
lightenment," in  every  case,  directs  this  weapon 

*  "  Recte  respondit  ille,  qui,  cum  sospensa  tabula  in  templo  ei 
monstraretur  eorum  qui  vota  solverant  quod  nanfragii  periculo 
elapsi  sint,  atque  interrogando  premeretur  anne  turn  quidem 
deorum  numen  agnosceret,  qusesivit  denuo.  At  uhi  tint  illi 
depicti  qui  post  vota  nuncupata  perierintf  Eadem  ratio  est  fere 
omnis  superstitionis,  ut  in  astrologicis,  in  somniia,  ominibus, 
nemesibus,  et  hujusmodi ;  in  quibus  homines  delectati  hujus- 
modi  vanitatibus  advertunt  erentus  ubi  implentur,  ast  ubi  fal- 
lunt  (licet  multo  frequentius)  tamen  negligunt  et  pnetereunt. 
At  longe  Bubtilius  serpit  hoc  malum  in  philosophiis  et  scientiis  ; 
in  quibus  quod  semel  placuit  reliqua  (licet  multo  firmiora  et 
potiora)  inficit  et  in  ordiaem  redigit.  Quinetiam  licet  abfuerit 
ea  quam  diximus  delectatio  et  vanitas,  is  tamen  humano  intel- 
lectui  error  est  proprius  et  perpetuus,  ut  magis  moveatur  et 
excitetur  affinnatiris  quam  negativis  ;  cum  rite  et  ordine  SBquum 
se  utrique  prsebere  debeat ;  qnin  contra,  in  omni  axiomate 
vero  constituendoy  major  est  yis  instantiaa  negatirs."— Abv. 
Orsf.  I  46. 
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against  the  Idola  Theatriy  with  which  it  con- 
tends)  and  batters  down  authorised  systems  by 
advancing  facts  in  opposition;  that  is  to  say, 
negative  instances.  When  Locke,  for  example, 
opposes  the  Cartesian  theory  of  *^  Innate  Ideas," 
by  citing  the  cases  of  individuab  who  are  des- 
titute of  the  ideas  that  have  been  called  *^  in- 
nate," it  is  in  a  truly  Baconian  spirit  that,  while 
attacking  the  assumed  doctrine,  he  appeals  to  the 
n^ative  instance.  And  with  this  negative  in- 
stance he  is  satisfied  that  he  has  completely  re- 
futed Descartes. 

Mere  experience  will  not  guard  us  against  idols, 
much  less  the  unassisted  understanding.  Critical 
experience  can  alone  defend  science  against  illusion. 
For  mere  experience  does  not  observe  negative 
instances,  but  collects  cases,  and  from  them  hastily 
derives  axioms ;  while  as  for  the  unassisted  undei^ 
standing,  it  derives  its  knowledge  solely  from 
itself,  without  observing  any  external  instances  at 
alL  Thus  neither  attain  true  copies  of  things. 
On  the  other  hand,  m/ica/ experience  combines 
the  wealth  of  experience  with  the  force  of  the 
understanding,  thus  avoiding  the  one-eidedness 
and  consequently  the  errors  of  both.  It  collects 
by  sifling,  and  is  thus  both  experimental  and  in- 
tellectual ;  is  a  rational  thinking  experience.  Here 
alone  does  Bacon  find  the  salvation  of  science ;  in 


I 
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the  union  of  reason  and  experience^  while  the  de- 
plorable condition  of  science  he  attributes  to  their 
separation.  **  We  think,"  he  says,  "  that  we  have 
established  for  ever  a  real  and  legitimate  union 
between  the  empirical  and  rational  faculties,  whose 
morose  and  inauspicious  divorces  and  repudiations 
have  brought  so  much  disturbance  to  the  human 
family.- 

Thus  does  Bacon  oppose  his  own  point  of  view 
to  that  of  the  past,  as  new  and  more  elevated, 
reconciling  as  it  does  the  stubborn  differences  that 
have  hitherto  existed.  This  opposition  of  facul- 
ties was  necessarily  unfruitful  in  its  results,  and 
it  is  only  from  their  union  that  a  fruitful  and  in- 
ventive science  can  take  its  beginning.  In  that 
happily  figurative  language,  which  constitutes  one 
of  the  great  qualities  of  his  style.  Bacon  com- 
pares mere  experience  to  the  ants,  that  can  do 
nothing  but  collect ;  the  unaided  understanding  to 
spiders,  that  spin  webs  from  themselves;  the 
thinking  experience  (which  is  his  own)  to  the 
bees,  that  collect  and  separate  at  the  same  time. 
He  says :  **  Those  who  have  hitherto  treated  of 
the  sciences  have  been  either  empiricists  or  dog- 
matists. The  former,  like  ants,  only  heap  up, 
and  use  what  they  have  collected ;  the  latter,  like 
spiders,  spin  webs  out  of  themselves ;  the  method 
of  the  bee  is  between  these,  it  collects  matter 
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from  the  gardens  and  the  fields,  but  converts  and 
digests  it  through  its  own  faculty.  Nor  does  the 
true  labour  of  philosophy  differ  from  that  of  the 
bee ;  for  it  relies  neither  solely  nor  principally  on 
the  powers  of  the  mind,  nor  does  it  store  up  un- 
digested in  the  memory  the  matter  derived  from 
Natural  History  and  mechanical  experiments,  but 
it  stores  such  matter  in  the  understanding,  after 
first  modifying  and  subduing  it.  Therefore,  from 
a  closer  and  purer  alliance  of  these  faculties  (the 
experimental  and  the  rational)  than  has  yet  been 
accomplished,  we  have  much  to  hope."*  The 
matter  collected  by  experience  is  wrought  into 
science  by  methodic  treatment ;  that  is  to  say,  by 
true  induction,  in  relation  to  which  it  stands  as 
an  utensil  to  be  employed,  or  as  a  wood  to  be 
cleared,  f 

*  "Qui  tractaverunt  scientias  aat  Empirici  aut  Dogmatici 
fnerunt.  Empirici,  formicse  more,  congerant  tantam  et  ntantnr ; 
Bationales,  araneanim  more,  telas  ex  se  confidant :  apis  yero 
ratio  media  est,  qose  materiam  ex  floribiu  horti  et  agri  elicit,  led 
tamen  earn  propria  facaltate  yertit  et  digerit.  Neqae  absimile 
philosophiae  yerum  opificium  est ;  quod  nee  mentis  yiribos 
tantam  ant  priecipae  nititar,  neque  ex  historia  natorali  et 
mechanicis  experimentis  pnebitam  materiam,  in  memoria  in- 
tegram,  sod  in  intellectu  matatam  et  sabactam,  reponit.  Itaque 
ex  harum  facaltatum  (experimentalis  scilicet  et  rationalis) 
arctiore  et  sanctiore  foedere  (qaod  adhac  factum  non  est)  bene 
•perandom  est."— iVov.  Org,  I.  95.  Compare  also  Cogiiata  et 
Vim. 

t  Thus  in  the  **  Farasceye**  Bacon  describes  the  *'  Historia 
Natnralis"  as  **  yens  inductionis  supellex  sai  silya." 
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m.    Ikductiox  akd  Deduction  m  the  Bacokiak 

Science. 

Thus  the  first  problem  is  solved.  It  is  shown  how 
pure  experience  proceeds  from  doubt  or  the  des- 
truction of  idols,  and  how  this  experience  results 
in  science.  It  is  shown  what  road  leads  from 
observation  to  law,  from  experiment  to  axiom. 
The  sensuous  perception  with  which  experience 
sets  out  frees  itself  from  its  idols  (delusions  of  the 
senses)  by  rectifying  experiments.  The  inference 
of  the  law  from  the  fact,  with  which  experience 
ends,  frees  itself  from  its  idols  (fallacious  conclu- 
sions) by  a  careful  consideration  of  negative  in- 
stances and  a  comparison  of  them  with  the  positive. 
This  comparison  is  the  second  experiment  I,  as 
it  were,  ask  nature  whether  the  law  that  is  found 
is  true,  and  will  stand  every  test  **  An  expe- 
riment,^ says  a  modem  writer,  *'  is  a  question  to 
which  nature  gives  the  reply.^  This  proposition 
is  so  correct  that  we  may  also  assert  its  converse. 
Every  question  put  to  nature  is  an  experiment ; 
and  I  question  nature  by  directing  myself  to  her 
instances,  and  compelling  them  to  render  an 
account  of  themselves.  Nature  is  compared  by 
Bacon  to  Proteus,  who  only  answers  when  he  is 
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compelled  and  bound.*  The  first  experiment 
rectifies  the  perception^  the  second  rectifies  the 
inference. 

The  question,  then,  that  remains  is  this :  how 
can  knowledge,  attained  by  the  way  of  experience, 
become  invention  9  For  invention  is  the  goal  which 
is  steadily  kept  in  view  by  the  Baconian  philo- 
sophy. The  simple  answer  is:  by  the  applica- 
tion of  the  discovered  laws.  If  this  application 
is  possible,  invention  cannot  faiL  If  I  know  the 
forces  by  which  lightning  is  guided  and  attract- 
ed, I  am  certain  of  my  lightning-conductor  as 
soon  as  the  required  forces  are  at  my  disposal. 
This  application  of  known  natural  forces  is  a 
new  question  to  nature,  practically  put, — a  new 
experiments  Therefore  experiment  is  not  only 
the  means  by  which  experience  becomes  science, 
but  also  the  means  by  which  science  becomes  in- 
vention. Making  experiments,  I  proceed  from 
observation  to  axiom,  from  axiom  to  invention. 
'*  There  is  left  for  us,**  says  Bacon,  "  pure  expe- 
rience, which,  if  it  ofiers  itself,  is  called  chance ;  if 
it  is  sought,  is  called  experiment.  But  this  kind 
of  experience  is  nothing  but  a  broom  without  a 
band  (as  the  saying  is),  a  mere  groping  in  the 
dark,  as  of  men  who,  at  night,  try  all  means  of 

*  Compare  **  Be  Angm.  Scient"  EL  2.   Alto  the  "  Wiadom  of 
tibe  Aadents,**  13. 
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discoyering  the  right  road^  when  it  wonld  be 
much  more  expedient  to  wait  for  the  dawn  of 
daj^  or  to  kindle  a  light  and  then  proceed.  On 
the  contrary,  the  true  order  of  experience  first 
kindles  the  light,  then  shows  the  waj  by  means 
of  this  light;  beginning  with  a  regulated  and 
digested,  not  a  misplaced  and  erratic  course  of 
experiment,  thence  deducing  axioms,  and  then, 
from  the  axioms  thus  established,  making  new  ex- 
periments. Not  even  the  Divine  Word  operated 
on  the  mass  of  things  without  order.  Let  men, 
therefore,  cease  to  wonder,  if  the  whole  course  of 
science  be  not  run,  when  they  have  altogether 
wandered  from  the  path ;  quitting  and  deserting 
experience  entirely,  or  entangling  themselves  and 
roaming  about  in  it,  as  in  a  labyrinth ;  when  a 
true  orderly  method  would  lead  them  by  a  sure 
path  through  the  woods  of  experience  to  the  open 
daylight  of  axioms."* 


*  **  Restat  experientia  mera,  qiue,  >i  occnirat,  earai ;  A 
qiuesita  sit,  experimentnm  nominatnr.  Hoc  atttem  ezperientis 
genas  nihil  alind  est,  qaam  (quod  ainnt)  scopcB  dissolutie,  et 
mera  palpatio,  qnali  homines  noctu  ntantnr,  omnia  pertentando, 
li  forte  in  rectam  riam  incidere  detnr ;  qnibns  multo  satins  e( 
consultios  forct  diem  prsestolari,  ant  Inmen  accendere,  et  dein- 
ceps  viam  inire.  At  contra,  renis  ezperientise  ordo  primo 
lunen  accendit,  deinde  per  Inmen  iter  demonstrat,  incipiendo 
ab  experientia  ordinata  et  digesta,  et  minime  pnepostera  ant 
erratica,  atque  ex  ea  edncendo  axiomata,  atqne  ex  axiomaiibns 
constitutifl  mrsns  experimenta  nova ;  qanm  nee  rerbom  dlTinum 
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The  Baconian  Induction  proceeds  from  expe- 
riment to  axiom ;  the  Baconian  deduction  from 
axiom  to  experiment.*  The  former  is  the  me- 
thod of  interpretation,  the  latter  that  of  appli- 
cation. The  former  ends  with  the  discovery  of 
a  law,  the  latter  with  an  invention.  Thus  does 
Bacon's  philosophy,  like  his  life,  terminate  with 
the  trimnph  of  experiment 

in  renua  nutssam  abeqne  ordine  operatnm  bU.  Itaqne  deonant 
homines  minri  n  spatiom  flcientiarom  noa  oonfectom  sit,  cum  a 
ria  omnino  aberraTeriot ;  relicta  pronus  et  deserta  experientia 
ant  in  ipsa  (taoqnam  in  labyrintho)  se  intricando  et  circnmcor- 
aando ;  com  rite  institotos  ordo  per  experientiss  sylvas  ad  aperta 
Rxiomatiim  tramite  constant!  dncat.*'  —  Nov,  Org,  L  82. 

(With  respect  to  the  cnrions  expression,  **  Scopie  dissolutce," 
whieh  occurs  in  this  passage,  and  which  is  rendered  aboTe, 
**  a  broom  without  a  band,**  Hr.  Spedding  remarks  {  "I  do  not 
remember  anj  proTerbial  expression  which  answers  to  this  in 
Bnglish  s  but  the  allusion  is  to  the  want  of  combination  and 
coherency  in  these  experiments.**— J.  O.) 

*  Compare  these  words  t  **  indicia  de  Interprctatlone  Natnne 
complectuntnr  partes  in  genere  dnas  ;  primam  de  educendis  aut 
excitandis  axiomatibns  ab  experientia  i  secandam  de  dedacen- 
dis  ant  derirandis  experimentis  noris  ab  axiomatibus."  —  Nov. 
Org.  n.  10.  (In  the  places  marked  hj  italics,  Dr.  Fischer 
respectireljr  reads  **  Jndicia**  and  **  experimentis.'*— <  J.  0.) 
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CHAP.  V. 

PSSBOOATITB    mSTAlTOBS  AB  AIDS  TO  INDUCTION. — ^NATUBAL 
ANALOOXS8  AB  FSSBOGATiyE  IKBTAlfGBS. 

The  difficulties  to  which  the  method  of  induction 
is  exposed  from  a  scientific  point  of  yiew  are 
obvious ;  and  Bacon  was  not  the  man  to  conceal 
from  himself  the  difficulties  of  his  subject,  either 
through  fear  or  negligence.  Indeed,  difficulties 
that  terrify  others  are  to  him  no  more  than  in- 
citements that  stimulate  his  enterprising  and  cir- 
cumspect mind.  He  seeks  them  out,  and  makes 
them  conspicuous  in  order  to  remove  them  hj  as 
many  expedients  as  he  can  discover.  In  such 
expedients,  when  he  has  found  them.  Bacon  really 
triumphs.  Here  he  is  in  his  proper  element ;  — 
endowed,  not  with  a  systematic,  but  with  an  in* 
ventive  intellect  To  judge  him  as  a  system- 
maker  (a  character  to  which  he  does  not  aspire), 
is  simply  to  misunderstand  him ;  he  is  not  to  be  in 
the  least  confuted  by  the  proof  that  his  method  is 
fragmentary,  and  leads  to  no  final  result  Such 
a  proof  would  be  as  easy  as  it  would  be  value- 
less.    Bacon  himself  would  willingly   bear  the 


EXPEDIENTS  AGAINST  DIFFICULTIES.      117 

reproach,  and  would  convert  it  into  a  defence. 
"  It  is  the  very  nature  of  my  method,"  he  would 
say,  ''that  it  neither  seeks  nor  desires  a  final 
result  If  I  have  indicated  the  necessary  goals, 
shown  the  right  way,  travelled  part  of  this  way 
myself,  removed  difficulties,  and  devised  expedi- 
ents, I  have  done  enough,  and  may  leave  the  rest 
to  future  generations.  They  wiU  go  further  than 
I ;  but  it  is  to  be  hoped  they  will  not  arrive  at  an 
absolute  conclusion.  It  is  sufficient,  to  guide  men 
into  the  path  of  progressive  cultivation,  to  fur- 
nish them  with  means  for  the  extension  of  their 
knowledge,  and  consequently  of  their  dominioiu 
On  this  path  every  point  affords  a  triumph,  and 
constitutes  a  goal  in  itself.  As  for  the  last  goal, 
— the  conclusion  of  all  toil, — those  alone  can 
reach  it  who  take  no  part  in  the  great  race  of 
human  faculties."  Thoroughly  to  understand  such 
minds  as  that  of  Bacon,  we  must  look  for  them 
where  their  own  method  leaved  them  in  the  lurch ; 
where  they  are  forced  to  exert  their  own  per- 
sonal faculties ;  where  they  are  compelled  to  fill 
up  the  gaps  in  their  theory  by  means  of  their 
genius,  of  their  individual  tact,  of  that  something 
which  I  may  call  the  generalship  of  philosophy. 
If  Bacon's  historical  importance  is  most  con- 
spicuous when  he  formulises  his  problem,  and 
propounds  his  method,  his  personal  peculiarity, 

1  8 
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hi«  own  etpedal  talent  is  most  visibly  shown 
when,  with  expedients  of  his  own  invention,  he 
defends  himself  against  the  difficnllies  bj  which 
his  method  is  impeded.  Here  we  can  see  who 
is  master  and  who  is  disciple ;  for  it  commonly 
happens  that  a  gap  in  the  master's  method  is  also 
a  gap  in  the  head  of  the  scholar,  bnt  none  at  all 
in  the  head  of  the  master.  Thus,  even  at  the 
present  day,  the  disciples  of  Bacon  boast  mnch  of 
Bacon's  method  when  they  oppose  the  contrary 
tendency,  which  is  its  complement.  They  do  not 
know  how  much  this  tendency  was  akin  to  the 
mind  of  Bacon ;  how  he  grasped  it  involuntarily 
and  instinctively  when  his  method  abandoned 
him.  They  do  not  know  that  he,  the  master, 
clearly  perceived  those  defects  in  his  method 
which  thty,  the  disciples,  would  willingly  ignore. 
When  Bacon  can  proceed  no  further  as  an  expe- 
rimental investigator  of  nature,  he  becomes,  in 
spito  of  his  method,  a  speculative  natural  philo- 
sopher. We  have  designedly  pointed  out  the 
affinity  between  Bacon  and  his  intellectual  anti- 
podes, that  wo  may  show  how  comprehensively 
he  thought)  and  how  he  could  complete  himself 
from  his  own  lesources.  Thus,  in  the  foundar 
tion  of  philosophy,  he  agreed  with  Descartes; 
la  his  physical  views,  with  Spinoxa;  and  even 
in  the  auxiliary  foroea   {Hnffsirufpen)  of  his 
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philoBophj  a  Bimilarity  to  the  specalative  ideas 
of  Leibnitz,  Herder^  and  Schelling  may  be  dis* 
coYered. 


L  The  Defects  of  the  Baconian  Method. 

What  is  the  purpose  of  the  inductive  method 
in  Bacon's  sense  of  the  word  ?  It  would  reduce 
natural  science  to  axioms  as  indisputable  as  those 
of  mathematics,  and  these  axioms  it  would  discover 
on  the  path  of  critical  experience  by  an  unre- 
nutting  observation  of  negative  instances.  Now 
here  arises  a  double  difficulty : 

1.  The  observation  of  negative  instances  by  no 
means  implies  their  exhaustion;  and  yet  they 
must  be  exhausted  if  an  axiom  is  to  be  established. 
Agunst  the  axiom  it  must  no  longer  be  possible 
to  oppose  a  single  negative  instance ;  and  this 
impossibility  must  be  capable  of  demonstration.'*' 
That  we  cease  to  find  negative  instances  is  not 
enough;  we  must  also  be  able  to  prove  that 
there  are  really  no  more.  Now  this  proof  can 
never  be  furnished  by  experience,  which  cannot 
even  assert,  much  less  prove,  that  a  contradictory 
instance  is  impossible;  for  nature  is  richer  than 
experience.    Bacon  rightly  desires  that  science 

•  Vide  p.  104. 
I  4 
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should  seek  after  axioms  in  that  sense  of  thorough 
universalitjr  and  necessity  that  prohibits  any 
exception.  But  this  very  uniyersality,  in  all  its 
strictness,  is  never  to  be  completely  attained  by 
the  way  of  experience,  but  can  only  be  approached. 
By  the  method  of  induction,  the  negative  instances 
can  never  be  drained  to  the  lees. 

2.  But  the  very  observation  of  negative  in- 
stances, consisting  as  it  does  of  a  careful  com- 
parison between  positive  and  contradictory  cases, 
is  attended  with  difficulty.  So  long  as  these 
cases  balance  each  other,  very  many  of  them 
must  be  collected,  and  an  accurate  comparison 
must  bo  continued  through  a  long  series  of  them, 
before  wo  can  so  much  as  attempt  to  deduce  an 
axiom  from  the  facts  before  us.  Everything 
depends  on  the  exclusion  of  contingencies ;  and 
to  effect  this  purpose  many  cases,  much  time,  and 
much  labour,  ore  required.  An  inference  drawn 
from  Vkfew  cases  has  manifestly  more  to  fear  from 
negative  instances  than  one  that  has  been  drawn 
ivoxw  many.  In  the  number,  therefore,  of  cases 
couii>ared,  lies  the  only  possible  guarantee  against 
tlio  existence  of  negaUve  instances. 
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n.  The  Prebooatiye  Instances. 

The  difficulties  are  manifest.  Means  are  to  be 
sought  for  removing,  or  at  least  lightening  them. 
Sach  means  are  the  atixilia  mentis,  enimierated 
by  Bacon,  who,  moreover,  expatiates  fully  on  one 
of  them  in  the  second  book  of  his  **  Novum 
Organum."  • 

This  one  expedient  is  the  chief  of  them  all ; 
its  use  is  to  support  the  method  by  completing 
it  on  the  one  hand,  and  facilitating  it  on  the 
other.  The  method  consists  in  the  separation  of 
contingent  from  necessary  conditions,  and  its 
difficulty  lies  in  the  breadth  of  the  required 
material,  —  in  the  tediousness,  minuteness,  and 
insecurity  of  the  comparison.  By  facilitating 
the  work  of  separation,  we  likewise  shorten  it, 
rendering  the  contingent  conditions  more  easily 
discernible,  the  essential  more  capable  of  super- 
vision. This  can  only  be  effected  by  reducing 
the  many  cases  to  a  few,  so  that  a  few  will  serve 
me  in  the  place  of  many.  But  by  what  right 
can  I  do  this  ?     So  long  as  one  case  is  as  worthy 

•  Compare  Noo.  Org.  VL  21—52.  The  second  toL  of  the 
•*  NoTum  Organom'*  is  unfinished,  as  well  as  the  *'  InsUnratio 
Magna,"  of  which  the  whole  "Novum  Organum"  was  to  hare 
formed  the  second  part. 


122  FRANCIS  BACON  OF  TEBULAIL 

of  attention  as  another^  so  long  as  in  this  respect 
opposite  cases  are  equally  balanced^  we  must 
obviously  have  many  of  them  before  we  can 
make  any  efficient  comparison  at  alL  But  if 
there  are  certain  cases,  one  of  which  is  equal 
in  value  to  a  series  of  others,  we  shall  then 
rightly  consider  one  of  the  former,  instead  of 
many  of  the  latter^  and  thus  the  more  speedily 
obtain  our  result.  Such  cases  are  more  worthy 
of  our  observation  than  the  rest,  and  have,  by 
their  very  nature,  a  sort  of  prerogative.  Hence 
they  are  called  ''  prerogative  instances"  by  Bacon. 
Without  doubt  there  are  cases  in  which  a  given 
natural  phenomenon  is  exhibited  more  purely  and 
free  from  mixture  than  in  others ;  in  which  the 
contingent  circumstances,  being  fewer,  may 
be  more  rapidly  excluded,  and  therefore  the 
essential  conditions  more  easily  and  clearly  ascer- 
tained. A  prerogative  instance  facilitates  the 
work  of  separation,  inasmuch  as  it  shows  me, 
almost  at  a  single  glance,  the  true  difference 
(vera  differentia),  the  operative  nature,  the  law  of 
the  phenomenon.  What  I  should  otherwise  be 
forced  to  seek  with  great  toil,  and  by  a  tedious 
comparison  from  a  multitude  of  instances,  I  here 
find  at  once  presented  in  a  single  phenomenon. 
Thus,  for  example,  if  the  question  is  of  specific 
gravity,  the  mere  fact  that  quicksilver  is  so  much 
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heavier  than  gold  is  eufficient  to  show  that  the 
specific  gravity  of  a  body  is  regulated  by  its 
mass^  not  by  the  cohesion  of  its  parts.  This  one 
observation  will  save  me  many  others.*  Or  if 
the  question  is  respecting  a  phenomenon  that  is 
to  be  found  in  all  bodies,  I  shall  find  the  purest 
specimen  in  such  bodies  that  have  little  or  nothing 
in  common  with  others.  Such  ^'solitary  in- 
stances^"  as  Bacon  calls  them,  save  us  the  trouble 
of  future  comparison.  Thus,  for  example,  the 
phenomenon  of  colour  is  discovered  most  readily, 
and  with  the  least  heterogeneous  admixture,  in 
prisms,  crystals,  and  dewdrops;  for  these  have 
little  or  nothing  in  common  with  other  coloured 
bodies,  such  as  flowers,  stones,  metals,  varieties 
of  wood,  &c  They  are,  in  this  respect,  single 
instances  (Jnstantim  solitari^);  and  from  observing 
them  we  easily  arrive  at  the  result,  that  ^  oolotu: 
is  nothing  but  a  modification  of  the  image  of  the 
incident  and  absorbed  light ;  in  the  former  case, 
by  the  different  degrees  of  incidence;  in  the 
latter,  by  the  textures  and  various  forms  of 
bodies,  "t 

*  Such  prerogative  instances  are  called  bj  Bacon:  Ostensiyse, 
liberate,  Fradominantes,  and  Elncesoentiaa.    Nov.  Org,  IL  24. 

t  '*  Facile  coHigitnr  quod  color  nil  aliad  sit  qnam  modificatio 
imaginis  Incis  immisstt  et  receptee  ;  in  priore  genere  per  gradas 
diyersos  incidentite,  in  posteriore  per  textnras  et  rarios  schema- 
tismos  corporis.** 
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Gothe^  in  his  ^'  Materials  towards  the  History 
of  the  Theory  of  Colours,"  has  made  mention  of 
Bacon ;  but,  strangely  enough,  he  has  not  cited 
this  remarkable  passage.     Evidently  he  was  not 
aware  of  it ;  for,  if  he  had  been,  he  would  cer- 
tainly have  referred  to  it,  inasmuch  as  it  confirms 
his  own  view.     In  fact,  it  contains  the  principle 
of  Gothe*s   theory  before   Newton.      Gothe  is 
altogether  ignorant  of  the  Baconian   theory   of 
Prerogative  Instances,  otherwise   he  would  not 
have  said  that  to  Bacon,  in  the  broad  region  of 
phenomena,  all  things  were  alike.     Indeed,  he 
treats  the  general  method  of  Bacon  with  too  much 
contempt,  ranking  it  no  higher  than  ordinary  ex- 
perience, and  accusing  it  of  leading  mankind  to  a 
boundless  empiricism,  "  whereby  they  acquired 
such  a  horror  of  all  method,  that  they  regarded 
chaotic  disorder  as  the  only  soil  in  which  science 
could  really  thrive.**     This  reproach  applies  to 
most  of  those  who,  at  the  present  day,  profess  to 
be  followers  of  Bacon,  but  not  to  Bacon  himself, 
whose  intellect  was  not  only  methodical,  but  even 
speculative.     His  explanation  of  the  phenomenon 
of  colour,  which  is  merely  given  by  way  of  ex- 
ample, while  he  is  treating  of  another  subject, 
expresses  the   same  fundamental    thought   that 
Gothe  sought  to  establish, — as  he  believed,  for 
the  first  time, — against  Newton.     Gothe  says  of 
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Newton*B  Theory  of  Colours: — '^ By  his  desire 
to  keep  light  alone  in  view^  Newton  seems  to  set 
out  from  a  simple  principle^  but  he  imposes  con- 
ditions upon  it,  as  we  do;  while^  however^  he 
denies  their  integrating  part  in  producing  the 
result."  These  conditions  are  bodies  transparent 
and  opaque,  and  the  share  that  they  take  in  the  pro- 
duction of  colour  is  clearly  and  definitely  declared 
by  Bacon  in  the  passage  cited  above.  ^ 


m.  Natural  Analogies. 

Prerogative  Instances,  of  which  Bacon  enu- 
merates twenty-seven,  are  phenomena  that  pre- 
eminentiy  rivet,  and,  moreover,  merit  our  atten- 
tion.    They  are  pregnant  instances  from  which 
much  may  be  inferred  by  an  accelerated  induc- 
tion, by  a  rapid  separation  of  the  contingent  from 
tiie  necessary.     But,   according  to   Bacon,   all 
induction,  all  methodical  experience  is  directed 
towards  real  natural  philosophy,  which,  like  every 
earnest  science,  necessarily  strives  after  perfection, 
and,  from  a  knowledge  of  the  individual,  seeks  a 
knowledge  of  the  universal     To  this  truly  scien- 
tific impulse  Bacon  was  by  no  means  foreign. 
Like  every  other  great  thinker,  he  possessed  it ; 

*  Vide  Appendix  B. 
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the  knowledge  of  the  tehole  was  ever  before  his  eyes, 
as  the  last  point  to  which  natural  science  should 
tend;  only,  according  to  his  view,  it  should  be 
attained  hj  the  labour  of  bees,  not  by  that  of 
spiders.  Induction  proceeds  from  observation  to 
axiom,  from  fact  to  law ;  when  it  has  explained  a 
few  facts,  it  is  naturally  impelled  to  explain  more, 
to  extend  the  compass  of  its  laws,  and  to  progress 
continually  in  the  generalisation  of  its  axioms.  The 
most  universal  axiom  is  that  of  entire  nature ;  the 
highest  law  is  that  which  explains  all  phenomena. 
As  every  law  expresses  the  unity  of  certain  phe- 
nomena, so  does  this  highest  law  express  the 
unity  of  nature  as  a  whole ;  the  unitas  nature. 
This  is  the  goal  which  Bacon  proposes  to  science ; 
to  this  his  method  is  expressly  directed.  He  did 
not  lay  down  the  unity  of  nature  as  a  principle, 
but  would  learn  it  from  nature  herself,  would  infer 
it  from  her  phenomena.  Like  Spinoza,  he  sees 
in  things  a  natura  naturata^  at  the  basis  of  which, 
as  an  operative  power,  lies  the  natura  naiurans, 
which,  in  his  eyes,  is  also  a  common  source  of 
all  things,  —  a  unitas  natttra.  However,  while 
Spinoza,  from  the  natura  naturans  would  deduce 
the  naturata.  Bacon,  on  the  other  hand,  would 
form  the  naturaia  tnduce  the  naiurans. 

He  therefore  seeks  phenomena  in  nature,  that 
point  to  the  unity  of  the  whole,  open  a  view  into 


KATUBilL  ANALOGIES.  127 

the  unity  of  entire  nature^  and  thus  assist  the 
inferences  of  indaction.  If  there  are  certain 
phenomena  which,  more  than  others,  lead  iis  to 
surmise  the  unity  of  the  whole,  they  rivet  our  at-> 
tention,  when  directed  to  the  whole,  as  so  many 
prerogative  instances.  Of  what  kind  these  preg* 
nant  instances  must  be,  is  obvious  enough.  They 
are  the  prominent  resemblances  in  the  various 
formations  of  nature,  the  significant  analogies 
that  announce  to  us  a  unanimity  in  the  operative 
forces.  Here  Bacon  regards  induction  in  the 
light  of  analogy,  that  is,  he  leads  the  investiga- 
tions of  physical  science  to  the  affinity  of  things, 
by  directing  them  to  the  unity  of  the  whole.* 
He  shows  as  it  were  nature's  family  likenesses, 
and  we  have  now  to  find  the  pedigree  of  things, 
together  with  its  roots. 

In  the  exhibition  of  analogies.  Bacon  displays 
a  characteristic  peculiarity  of  his  mind.  To  re- 
gard induction  in  the  light  of  analogy,  the  things 
analogous  must  be  discovered  and  correctly  ob- 
served. Now  the  discovery  is  made  not  by  the 
method,  but  by  the  eye  of  the  investigator ;  the 
method  follows  the  discovery,  when  the  latter  is 

*  CompAre  Noc,  Org.  IL  27 :  **  Inter  FnorogatiTaB  Initan- 
tuuiim  ponemns  sexto  loco  InstantUa  confonnes,  sire  propor- 
tionatas ;  qiui  etiam  panUelaa,  nve  timiUttiduuBj^Micas,  appel- 
lare  confaevinMU." 
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alreadj  made.  MoreoTer,  it  is  not  bj  mere  een* 
saoos  perception,  thoogh  uded  by  artifidal  in- 
strnmenta,  that  analogies  are  detected,  bat  bj  the 
further  penetration  of  the  mind.  The  important 
anak^es  are  those  internal,  secret  resemUances, 
that  are  not  to  be  foand  on  the  surface  of  things, 
•^not  to  be  apprehended  at  a  ghmoe  bj  the  senses. 
A  specolatiTe  spirit,  a  genius  for  investigation, 
must  seek  them  out ;  the  tact  that  accompanies 
genius  must  light  upon  them.  Both  these  maj  be 
methodically  cultivated,  but  neither  can  be  given* 
Every  true  analogy  is  a  correct  combination  made 
by  a  judicious  intellect.  Dexterous  as  Bacon 
is  in  supporting  his  method  by  means  of  striking 
combinations,  he  still  cautiously  restrains  the 
readily  combining  intellect  by  the  aid  of  his 
methodical  epirit.  I  will  not  assert  that  Bacon 
himself  never  transcended  these  bounds,  that  all 
his  analogies  were  as  felicitous  as  they  are  bold 
and  ingenious ;  but  with  respect  to  the  scope  and 
•ciontific  value  of  analogy,  he  was  perfectly 
dear.  Ho  sought  an  equilibrium  between  his 
genius  and  his  method;  by  which,  alternately, 
his  mind  was  ever  influenced.  Even  before 
ho  adduces  his  analogies  —  (as  mere  examples, 
which  ho  scatters  about  heedlessly  as  he  goes 
alongi  but  which  would  afford  an  ample  sus- 
ionanoo  to  many  a  natural  philosopher  of  modern 
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times),  he  sets  judicious  limits  to  their  importance, 
and  the  use  that  is  to  be  made  of  them.  To  him 
they  appear  rather  as  suggestive  than  as  sources 
of  exact  knowledge,  and  serve  more  to  direct  the 
contemplative  understanding  to  the  whole  than 
to  instruct  it  in  details.  The  analogies  are,  as  it 
were,  the  first  chords  that  we  hear  of  the  harmony 
of  the  universe.  "They  are,  as  it  were,**  says 
Bacon,  "the  first  and  truest  steps  towards  the 
union  of  nature.  They  do  not  at  once  establish 
an  axiom,  but  only  indicate  and  observe  a  certain 
conformity  of  bodies  to  each  other.  But  although 
they  do  not  conduce  much  to  the  discovery  of 
general  laws  (or  forms),  they  are,  nevertheless,  of 
great  service  in  disclosing  the  fabrication  of  parts 
of  the  universe,  and  practise  a  sort  of  anatomy 
upon  its  members.  Thence  they  sometimes  lead  us, 
as  if  by  hand,  to  sublime  and  noble  axioms,  espe- 
cially those  that  relate  to  the  configuration  of  the 
world  rather  than  to  simple  natures  and  forms."  ** 

*  "  Sant  tanqaam  primi  et  infimi  gradus  ad  nnionem  Natara. 
Neqae  constitaunt  aliqnod  axioma  statim  ab  initio,  sed  indicant 
et  observant  tantum  qnendam  consensnm  corporum.  Attamen 
licet  non  mnltam  promoyeant  ad  inyeniendas  fonnas,  nihilo- 
minoB  magna  com  utilitate  revelant  partium  univeni  fabricam, 
et  in  membrifl  ejus  exercent  veloti  anatomiam  qnandam  ;  atque 
proinde  yelnti  mann-dncnnt  interdnm  ad  axiomata  sublimia 
et  nobilia,  pneeertim  ilia  qnn  ad  mnndi  confignrationem  perti- 
nent, potios  qnam  ad  natnras  et  formas  simplices.'*  — Nov,  Org, 
IL27. 
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And  even  whUe  Bacon  is  occnpied  in  setting 
forth  his  analogies,  which  rush  through  the  world 
with  the  boldest  combinations,  he  interrupts  him- 
self, remarks  anew  the  use  of  analogy  to  science, 
and  also  the  danger  to  which  this  sort  of  combina- 
tion is  exposed.     This  is  quite  right.     It  is  only 
with  the  aid  of  analogy  that  induction  can  bring 
real  unity  into  natural  science,  and  discover  that 
spiritual  connection  of  things  that  can  never  be 
found  through  a  mere  description  of  parts,  and  is 
at  last  lost  sight  of  altogether.     "  It  is  especially 
to  be  recommended,  and  more  frequently  to  be 
suggested,  that  the  diligence  of  man  in  the  in- 
vestigation and  compilation  of  natural  history  be 
henceforward  entirely  changed  and  converted  to 
the  contrary  of  that  which  has  been  hitherto  in  use. 
Hitherto  the  industry  of  man  has  been  great  and 
curious  in  noting  the  variety  of  things,  and  in  ex- 
plaining the  accurate  differences  of  animals,  vege- 
tables, and  minerals,  many  of  which  are  rather 
the  sport  of  nature  than  of  any  real  utility  to 
science.     Things  of  this  sort  are  amusing,  and 
sometimes  not  without  practical  use,  but  they  con- 
tribute little  or  nothing  towards  the  investigation 
of  nature.     Our  labour,  therefore,  must  be  re- 
versed, and  directed  to  the  inquiry  and  notation 
of  the  resemblances  and  analogies  of  things,  both 
in  the  whole  and  in  part*    For  these  analogies 
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unite  nature,  and  lay  the  foundation  of  science.''  * 
"  It  seems  of  no  great  utility  to  recount  or  know 
the  marvellous  varieties  of  flowers,  whether  of 
iris  or  tulip,  of  shells,  dogs,  or  hawks.  For  things 
of  this  sort  are  nothing  but  the  sports  and  wanton- 
ness of  nature,  and  nearly  approach  the  nature  of 
individuals.  By  means  of  these  we  have  a  minute 
knowledge  of  things,  but  scanty  and  often  unpro- 
fitable information  with  respect  to  science.  Yet 
these  are  the  things  of  which  common  natural 
history  makes  a  boast."  f  Nevertheless,  analogies 
must  be  cautiously  and  critically  sought ;  for  if, 

*  **  Hind  omnino  pnecipiendnm  est  et  sepias  xnonendam,  at 
diligentia  hominom  in  inqoisitione  et  congerie  Naturalis  Histo- 
ria  deinceps  mntetor  plane,  et  vertatar  in  contrariam  ejas  quod 
nane  in  osa  est  Magna  enim  hacasque  atqae  adeo  cariosa  fait 
hominum  indostria  in  notanda  rerom  varietate  atqae  expli- 
candis  accoratis  animaliam,  herbarom,  et  fossiliam  differentiis; 
qoarum  plersqae  magis  sont  Insos  natarsB  qaam  seria  alicujos 
atilitatis  veraas  scientias.  Faciant  certe  hnjasmodi  res  ad 
dclectationem,  atqae  etiam  qaandoqae  ad  praxin;  yeram  ad 
introspiciendam  naturam  panun  aat  nihil.  Itaqae  convertenda 
plane  est  opera  ad  inqairendas  et  notandas  rernm  similitudines 
et  analoga,  tarn  in  integralibas  qaam  partibos.  IUsb  enim  sunt 
qae  natoram  aniant,  et  constitaere  scientias  incipiant" — Nov. 
Org,  U.  27. 

f  *'  Non  maltnm  ad  rem  faciant  memorare  ant  nosse  floram, 
iris  aat  talipse,  aat  etiam  concharam  aat  canam  aat  accipitram 
eximias  varietates.  Hcec  enim  hnjasmodi  nil  aliad  sant  qaam 
natoro  lasas  qaidem  et  lascivia ;  et  prope  ad  nataram  indivi- 
daoram  acoedant.  Itaqae  habent  cognitionem  in  rebas  ipsis 
exquisitam;  informationem  yero  ad  scientias  tennem  et  fere 
snperracaam.    Atqae  hsec  sant  tamen  ilia  in  qoibus  naturalis 
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on  the  one  hand^  the  endless  varieties  of  things 
are  often  a  mere  sport  of  nature,  so  may  the 
analogies,  discovered  by  our  own  combinations, 
easily  prove  to  be  a  mere  sport  of  the  under- 
standing or  the  imagination.  We  make  analogies 
that  are  not  in  nature;  find  analogies  that  in 
truth  are  none ;  fix  our  attention  on  casual,  non- 
essential points  of  resemblance,  and  thus  infer 
much  from  that  which  says  nothing.  Sp<His  of 
this  sort,  to  which  a  speculative  and  heedless 
imagination  or  a  dreamy  intellect  willingly  aban- 
dons itself,  have  peopled  the  region  of  natural 
science  with  a  multitude  of  idols.  If  analogies 
are  to  be  fruitful  in  results,  they  must  embrace 
essential  resemblances ;  they  must  be,  as  it  were, 
learned  by  listening  at  the  secret  workshop  of 
nature.  Hence  Bacon  proceeds  to  insist :  **  That 
in  all  these  (analogies)  a  severe  and  rigorous 
caution  be  observed,  that  we  only  accept,  as  simi- 
lar  and  proportionate  instances,  those  that  denote 
natural  resemblances, — that  is  to  say,  real,  sub- 
stantial, and  immersed  in  nature;  not  merely 
casual  and  superficial,  much  less  superstitious  or 
exceptional,  like  those  always  brought  forward  by 

historia  Tulgarifl  se  jactat.**— Detmpt  GIM  IntdUctwalis,  cap. 
iii  [This  citation  is  added  to  the  note  in  the  original,  but 
it  accords  so  veil  with  the  language  of  the  text,  that  1  have 
Tentored  to  place  it  there. — J.  O.] 
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the  writers  on  natural  magie  (men  of  the  least 
account,  and  scarcely  worthy  of  mention  in  serious 
matters,  such  as  those  of  which  we  now  treat), 
who  with  much  vanity  and  folly  describe,  and  some- 
times invent,  idle  resemblances  and  sympathies.*** 
The  analogies  themselves,  that  Bacon  cites  as 
examples,  are  of  the  boldest  kind,  seeing  far  and 
anticipating  much,  —  attractive  points  of  view, 
affording  a  rich  and  fertile  prospect.  With  a  few 
strokes  he  sketches  the  great  pedigree  of  things, 
and  shows  by  the  most  comprehensive  combinations 
how  everything  in  the  world  belongs  to  one  family. 
Never,  perhaps,  was  such  a  promising  view  into 
the  connection  of  the  universe  afforded  in  the 
form  of  concise  aphorism  and  cursory  example. 
Bacon  begins  by  comparing  the  mirror  with  the 
eye ;  the  ear  with  the  echo.  The  mirror  and  the 
eye  reflect  rays  of  light ;  the  ear  and  the  echo 
reflect  the  undulations  of  sound.  Bacon  concludes 
that  there  is  a  general  analogy  between  the  organs 

*  '^Yemm  in  his  omnino  est  adhibenda  caatio  gravis  et 
serera^  nt  accipiantar  pro  instantiis  confonnibus  et  propor- 
tionattfl,  illft  qiue  denotant  similitadines  physicas ;  id  est,  rea- 
les  et  tabrtantialea  et  immersas  in  natura,  non  fortaitas  et 
ad  speciem;  mnlto  miniu  snperstitioBaa  aat  curiosas,  qnales 
natoralis  magis  scriptores  (homines  leyissimi,  et  in  rebns  tarn 
seriis  qnales  nnne  agimus  vix  nominandi)  ubique  ostentant; 
magna  cam  vanitate  et  desipientia,  inanes  similitadines  et  sym* 
pathias  rerom  describentes  atqae  etiam  qnandoqne  affingentes." 
—lib.  U.  27. 
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of  sense  and  reflecting  bodies ;  between  organic 
and  inorganic  nature.  The  idea  of  an  analogy 
pervading  all  natural  phenomena  is  dearly  before 
his  mind.  All  the  relations  and  moods  of  inani- 
mate nature  are  perceptible,  and  when  they  are 
not  perceived  by  us,  this  is  owing  to  the  nature 
of  our  own  bodies,  to  which  so  many  senses  are 
wanting ;  however,  there  are  more  (or  at  least  as 
many)  movements  in  inanimate  than  senses  in 
animated  bodies.  Thus,  for  example,  as  many 
kinds  of  painful  sensation  as  are  possible  to  the 
human  frame,  so  many  kinds  of  motion,  such  as 
squeezing,  pricking,  contraction,  extension,  &c., 
are  there  in  inanimate  bodies ;  only  these,  through 
the  want  of  vitality,  do  not  feel  them."* 

The  comparison  between  organic  and  inoiga- 
nic  nature  in  general  is  carried  by  Bacon  into 
analogies  between  details.  He  remarks  similar 
formations  between  plants  and  stones,  and  by 
way  of  example  compares  gum  with  certain  gems. 
These,  according  to  him,  are  exudations  and 
filterings  (percolationes)  of  juices,  the  sap  of  trees 
exuding  in  the  shape  of  gum;  the  moisture  of 
rocks,  after  the  same  fashion,  as  a  transparent 
gem.  Hence  the  brightness  and  deamess  of  the 
vegetable  and  mineral  formations,  both  of  which 

•  These  analogies  an  aU  to  be  Ibimd  In   Aw.  Org.  lib. 
IL27. 


INSTANCES  OF  ANALOGY.  136 

are,  as  it  were,  filtered  juices.  Thus,  among 
animals,  the  wings  of  birds  are  more  beautiful 
and  more  yividlj  coloured  than  the  hair  of  beasts, 
because  the  juices  are  not  so  delicately  filtered 
through  the  thick  skin  as  through  the  quills.  In 
the  formation  of  plants  Bacon  remarks  a  similar 
structure  in  the  different  parts,  and  in  the  spirit 
of  modem  morphology  (which  arose  so  long  after 
him)  calls  attention  to  the  fact,  that  in  vegetable 
growth  the  constituent  parts,  both  above  and 
below,  spread  out  towards  the  circumference.  In 
their  position,  at  opposite  extremities  of  the  plant. 
Bacon  finds  the  only  distinction  between  the 
branches  and  the  roots.  The  roots  are  branches 
working  their  way  downwards  into  the  earth; 
the  branches  are  roots  striving  upwards  towards 
the  air  and  sun.  In  the  animal  kingdom  Bacon 
compares  the  fins  of  fishes  with  the  feet  of  qua- 
drupeds, and  the  feet  and  wings  of  birds ;  and  the 
formation  of  teeth  with  that  of  beaks. 

The  structure  of  the  plant  he  compares  with 
that  of  man,  saying  that  the  latter  is,  as  it  were, 
a  plant  inverted  (planta  inversa).  The  brain  in 
man,  whence  the  nerves  take  their  origin,  to 
spread  in  countless  ramifications  through  the 
entire  frame,  corresponds  to  the  root  in  plants.  To 
no  one  were  the  analogies  between  man  and  plant 
more  attractive  than  to  Herder,  who  was  never 
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weary  of  spioning  out  and  repeating  this  simile 
with  every  possible  variation.  It  was  a  fault 
in  him  that  he  used  this  planta  inversa  as  a 
characteristic  of  man,  which  he  could  interpret 
as  a  symbol  of  universal  history.  Herder's  intel- 
lect was  made  for  analogies.  Every  analogy  was 
a  theme,  on  which  he  could  compose  b,  fantasia, 
and  indeed  what  he  called  his  ** Ideas"  were 
mere  analogies  after  all.  From  such  points  of 
view  he  derived  his  theories  of  the  history  of 
mankind.  His  combinations  were  generally  sug- 
gestive, seldom  accurate,  and  he  might  serve  as 
an  eminent  example  to  illustrate  the  genius  of 
analogy,  with  all  its  aberrations  and  its  blunders. 
To  this  point  especially  did  Kant  direct  his 
shafts  in  his  critique  of  Herder's  "  Ideas,"  show- 
ing how  frequently  his  analogies  were  uncertain^ 
and  the  conclusions  drawn  from  them  false. 

Bacon  treats  the  analogies  which  he  introduces 
into  natural  science  with  great  tact;  he  does 
not  play  with  them,  but  contents  himself  with 
noting  the  point  of  resemblance,  and  explaining 
it  in  a  few  words ;  after  which  he  hastens  on  to 
new  comparisons.  From  definite  instances  he 
infers  universal  analogies,  which  ultimately  com- 
prehend all  nature,  and  these  axioms  he  confirms 
anew  by  fresh  definite  instances, — by  special  com- 
parisons between  minerals  and  plants,  plants  and 
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animals,  &c«  Beginning  with  individual  instances^ 
he  at  last  directs  his  glance  to  the  relations  of 
the  whole  worlds  and  already  anticipating  the 
speculative  geography  of  our  own  time,  observes 
the  analc^es  in  the  formation  of  the  quarters 
of  the  globe.  Thus  he  is  struck  by  the  re- 
semblance between  Africa  and  South  America, 
both  of  which  extend  over  the  Southern  Hemi- 
sphere, while  there  is  a  further  analogy  between 
the  isthmus  and  promontory  of  both.  *'  This  is 
no  mere  accident "  (non  temere  accidit),  he  signifi- 
cantly adds.  He  embraces  both  the  Old  and  the 
Neto  World  in  one  comparative  view,  and  remarks 
that  these  two  huge  masses  of  land  become  broad 
as  they  approach  the  north,  narrow  and  pointed 
as  they  approach  the  south.  There  is  something 
great  and  striking  in  the  very  fact  of  these  re- 
marks; in  the  fact  that  here  also  Bacon  has 
discovered  an  analogy,  which,  without  difficulty, 
can  be  followed  into  its  details.  In  a  few 
short  hints,  given  in  a  cursory  manner,  he  has 
recognised  a  most  interesting  point  in  geogra- 
phical science,  namely,  the  importance  to  be 
attached  to  the  variations  of  the  line  of  coast. 
By  way  of  conclusion.  Bacon  essays  his  compa- 
rative glance  on  arts  and  sciences,  and  here  also 
seeks  for  analogies.  He  takes  for  his  examples 
rhetoric  and  musicj  mathematics  and  logic ;  find- 
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ing  in  the  former  similar  tropeo,  in  the  latter 
similar  formB  of  reaaoning.  To  the  rhetorical 
figure  called  prater  expectationem,  the  musical 
decUnaUo  cadmtia  perfectly  correepoDde.  In  ma- 
thematica  there  ia  the  axiom  that  "  things  equal 
to  the  same  are  equal  to  one  another."  To  this 
there  is  a  complete  anal(^  in  the  l(^cal  form  of 
svllo^sm,  which  connecta  two  terms  hy  means  of 
a  third. 

We  do  not  pronounce  a  judgment  on  the 
sdentifie  value  and  scope  of  all  these  analo^es 
which  Bacon  uses  as  examples.  To  us  they  are 
important  for  the  aaustance  they  afford  us,  both 
by  their  subject-matter,  and  by  the  manner  of 
their  introduction,  in  arriving  at  a  right  know- 
ledge of  Bacon  himself.  They  show  a  mind  of 
the  most  comprehensive  vision,  with  a  corre- 
sponding acuteness  in  observing  combinations. 
Baoon  does  not  use  an  analogy  as  an  object,  but 
as  an  instrument  in  aid  of  his  method.  Of  this 
instrument  he  makes  lavish  use,  according  to  the 
dictates  of  bis  own  inclination  and  abundant 
power ;  he  extends  his  grasp  beyond  the  linuta  of 
his  meUiod,  and)  in  spite  of  all  his  caution,  then 
is  inuninent  danger  that  he  will  not  only  abandon 
this  method,  but  act  in  direct  oppomtion  to  it;  for. 
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he  sought  more  than  can  be  afforded  by  experience. 
He  sought  by  this  road  what  he  could  not  discover 
by  that  of  induction  alone^  namely,  the  unity  of 
nature  as  manifested  in  the  affinity  of  all  things, 
or  the  harmony  of  the  universe.  Here  we  find 
Bacon  in  alliance  with  Leibnitz  and  his  fol- 
lowers, as  we  found  him  before  with  Spinoza 
and  Descartes.  It  will  be  but  fair  if  we  take 
that  comparative  view  of  Bacon  himself  which  he 
took  of  all  nature,  pointing  out  his  own  mental 
affinities,  his  own  analogies,  and  aiding  our  ob- 
servation by  his  «<  parallel  instances,"  which  do 
nothing  to  diminish  his  originality,  but  throw 
a  light  on  his  comprehensive  mind.  What  was 
fundamental  tendency  in  Leibnitz  was  supple- 
mentary in  Bacon,  so  that  the  axiom  of  the  for- 
mer was  the  auxiliary  expedient  of  the  latter. 
Leibnitz  as  much  needed  induction  as  Bacon 
needed  analogy. 

The  mind  of  Bacon  extends  further  than  his 
method;  but  in  this  very  circumstance  lies  his 
epoch-making  power,  and  it  imposes  upon  us  the 
necessity  of  comprehending  his  antagonism  to 
antiquity  and  the  philosophy  derived  from  it. 
Thus  we  shall  place  ourselves  in  Bacon's  own 
mental  sphere  and  picture  to  ourselves  that  an- 
ti^nism,  just  as  Bacon  himself  conceived  it. 
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CHAP.  VL 

THE  PHILOaOPHT  OF  BAOOH  Df  1X8  BELATION  TO  THE 
FHIL06OPHT  FRBCBDIKO   IT. 

The  result  of  the  Baconian  philosophy^  and  the 
logical  order  of  its  ideas,  may  be  thus  stated  in 
its  principal  features :  — 

1.  Science  should  serve  man  by  being  use- 
ful to  him.  Its  use  consists  in  inventions ;  the 
object  of  which  is  the  dominion  of  the  human 
race. 

2.  Science  can  only  become  inventive  through 
an  exact  knowledge  of  things,  and  this  is  only 
to  be  obtained  by  an  interpretation  of  nature. 

3.  A  correct  interpretation  of  nature  is  only 
possible  through  pure  and  methodical  experience. 
Experience  is  pure  when  it  does  not  judge  ac- 
cording to  '* idols"  and  human  analogies,  when 
it  does  not  anthropomorphise  things,  when  it 
is  mere  experimentalising  perception.  Expe- 
rience is  methodical  as  true  induction.  Induction 
is  true  when,  by  an  accurate  and  critical  com- 
parison, it  infers  laws  from  a  number  of  particular 
instances.     Comparison  is  critical  when  it  opposes 
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negative  to  poeitive  instances.  Moreover,  the 
process  of  inductive  reasoning  is  accelerated  by 
the  investigation  of  prerogative  instances.  Ez« 
perience,  thus  disciplined,  avoids  from  first  to  last 
all  uncertain  and  premature  hypotheses. 

Thus  Bacon  sets  up  his  principle  and  himself 
in  opposition  to  the  past.     He  sees  that  his  own 
principles  comprise  all  the  conditions  requisite  for 
a  thorough  renovation  of  science,  such  as  no  one 
before  him  had  the  courage  or  the  vigour  to 
effect ;  he  feels  that  he  is  himself  the  bearer  of 
the  renovating  spirit,  —  the  scientific  reformer. 
"  No  one,^  he  says^  "  has  as  yet  been  found  en- 
dowed with  suflScient  firmness  and  vigour  to  re« 
solve  upon  and  undertake  the  thorough  abolition 
of  coomion  theories  and  notions,  and  the  fresh 
application   of   the  intellect,  thus  cleared    and 
rendered  impartial,  to  the  study  of  particulars. 
Hence  human  reason,  such  as  we  have  it  now,  is 
a  mere  farrago  and  crude  mass  made  up  of  much 
credulity,  much  accident,  and,  withal,  of  those 
puerile  notions  which  are  imbibed  early  in  life. 
But  if  some  one  of  mature  age,  sound  senses,  and 
a  disabused  mind,  should  apply  himself  anew  to 
experience  and  the  study  of  particulars,  we  might 
have  better  hope  of  him."*     "  Some  hope  might, 

•  "  Nemo  adliiic  tanU  mentia  coniUntiA  et  rigore  ioTentiis  est, 
vfc  dicaYerifc  et  libi  impowierit  theoriM  el  notionet  communes 
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we  thinks  be  afforded  by  my  own  example ;  and 
we  do  not  say  this  for  the  sake  of  boasting,  but 
because  it  may  be  usefuL  If  any  feel  a  want  of 
confidence,  let  them  look  at  me,  —  a  man  who, 
among  his  contemporaries,  has  been  most  en- 
gaged in  public  affidrs,  who  is  of  somewhat  infirm 
health  (which  of  itself  occasions  great  loss  of 
time),  and  who,  in  this  matter,  is  assuredly  the 
first  explorer,  neither  following  in  the  steps  of 
another,  nor  communicating  his  own  thoughts  to 
a  single  individual ;  but  who,  nevertheless,  having 
once  firmly  entered  upon  the  right  way,  and 
submitted  his  mind  to  things^  has  (I  think)  made 
some  advance."* 

If  we  now  compare  Bacon's  philosophy  with 

penitQS  abolere,  et  intellectnm  abrasum  et  nqanm  ad  particnlaria 
de  integro  applicare.  Itaqae  ratio  ilia  humana  quam  habemus, 
ez  multa  fide  et  mnlto  etiam  casa,  nee  non  ex  pnerillbiu  qnas 
primo  haomnms  notioniboB,  fanago  qiuedam  eft  et  congeriea. 
Qaod  si  qais  state  matara  et  lensibos  integris  et  mente  repnr- 
gata  Be  ad  experientiam  et  ad  particularia  de  integro  applioet, 
de  eo  melioB  sperandom  ett''^iV<w.  Org,  L  97. 

*  **  Etiam  nonnihil  homtnibiis  spei  fieri  posse  patamns  ab 
excmplo  Doetro  proprio;  neqoe  jactantiss  causa  boo  dicimus  sed 
qnod  mile  dictn  sit.  Si  qai  dilBdant,  me  videant,  hominem  inter 
homines  sstatis  mes  cirilibus  negotiis  occnpatissimnm,  nee  firma 
admodnm  valetadine  (qnod  magnum  habet  temporis  dispen- 
dinmX  atqae  in  hac  re  plane  protopimm,  et  Testigia  nallios 
sccntnm,  neqne  hisc  ipsa  cnm  nllo  mortaliom  commnnicantem, 
et  tamen  Teram  riam  constanter  ingressum  et  ingenium  rebos 
snbmittentem,  hsc  ipsa  aUquatenns  (nt  existimamns)  provexisse.** 
^Abv.  C^.  L  us. 
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that  which  preceded  it^  we  find,  in  all  those  points 
that  bear  upon  the  reformation  of  science,  a  de- 
cided antagonism.  Bacon  gives  science  another 
purpose,  another  foundation,  another  tendency. 


L  The  Practical  End. 

DOGMATISM     AND     8CEPTI0I8M. 

Bacon  immediately  directs  science  to  the  use 
of  mankind,  and  to  invention  as  the  agent  for 
promoting  it;  he  would  make  science  practical 
and  generally  useful,  and  from  this  point  of 
view  opposes  the  scientific  character  previously 
recognised,  which  was  theoretic  and  only  acces- 
sible to  the  few.  From  an  affair  of  the  schools,  i 
which  it  had  hitherto  been.  Bacon  would  make  of 
science  an  affair  of  life,  not  merely  because  it 
suited  his  inclination  so  to  do,  but  as  a  necessary 
consequence  of  his  principles.  Bacon's  plan  of 
renovation  stands  in  an  opposition  to  the  an- 
tique, similar  to  that  of  the  Kantian  philosophy. 
Kant  would  make  philosophy  critical;  Bacon 
would  make  it  practical.  Preceding  systems 
appear  uncritical  to  Kant,  unpractical  to  Bacon. 
In  the  summary  judgment  which  both,  from 
opposite  points  of  view,  pronounce  upon  their 
predecessors,  both  are  alike  incapable  of  doing 
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justice  in  any  particular  to  the  philosophical 
culture  of  the  past  They  both  agree  that  all 
preceding  philosophy  has  been  mere  fruitless  spe- 
culation, that  the  systems  of  the  past  fall  into  the 
opposite  extremes  of  dogmatism  and  scepticism, 
and  thus  reciprocally  annul  each  other's  results. 
To  Kant  the  representatives  of  dogmatic  and 
sceptical  philosophy  were  Wolf  and  Hume;  to 
Bacon  they  were  the  dogmatic  Aristotelians  and 
the  academical  sceptics,  of  whom  he  said  that  the 
former  came  to  false  and  rash  conclusions,  the 
latter  to  none  at  alL*  To  embrace  both  these 
epochs  of  modem  philosophy  in  one  common 
expression,  we  may  assert  that  Bacon  and  Kant, 
convinced  of  the  fruitlessness  of  all  preceding 
speculation,  both  desired  to  render  philosophy 
fruitful,  and  therefore  practical.  Bacon  directed 
it  to  a  practical  knowledge  of  nature,  Kant  to 
a  practical  knowledge  of  self.  The  ripest  fruit 
of  the  Baconian  philosophy  is  invention,  so  far  as 
it  conduces  to  the  dominion  of  man ;  that  of  the 
Kantian  is  morality  as  based  upon  human  free- 
dom and  autonomy. 

Bacon  is  never  weary  of  reproaching  the  past 
with  unfruitfulness,  as  a  necessary  consequence 
of  theoretical  philosophy.  People  fancy  that  they 
know  a  great  deal,  through  this  traditional  system ; 

*  Compare  Nov,  Org.  1.  67. 
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nevertheless  they  make  no  advance,  but  remain 
stationary  and  inactive.  The  belief  in  their  wealth 
is  the  cause  of  their  poverty.*  ''  That  philosophy, 
which  we  have  chiefly  derived  from  the  Greeks, 
appears  to  be,  as  it  were,  the  childhood  of  science, 
being  fertile  in  controversy,  barren  of  effect. 
Moreover,  if  sciences  of  this  sort  had  not  been  a 
dead  letter,  it  seems  highly  improbable  that  they 
would  have  remained,  as  they  have,  almost  im- 
movable on  their  ancient  footing  without  acquiring 
growth  worthy  of  the  human  race;  and  this  to  such 
an  extent  that  frequently  not  only  does  an  assertion 
remain  an  assertion,  but  even  a  question  remains 
a  question,  and  instead  of  being  solved  by  discus- 
sion is  fixed  and  maintained,  so  that  the  whole 
tradition  and  succession  of  instruction  exhibits  as 
on  a  stage  the  characters  of  master  and  scholar,  but 
not  that  of  the  inventor,  or  of  him  who  has  added 
anything  excellent  to  inventions.  In  mechanical 
arts  we  find  that  the  contrary  is  the  case.  These, 
as  if  they  partook  of  some  vivifying  air,  are  daily 
increased  and  brought  to  perfection.  On  the 
contrary,  philosophy  and  the  intellectual  sciences, 
like  statues,  are  adored  and  celebrated  like  sta- 
tues, but  are  not  moved  from  the  spot  whereon 
they  stand."t 

*  Opinio  copiflB »  Causa  inopis.  —  Cogit.  Vtsa, 

t  "El  de  atilitate  apcrte  dicendom  est,  sapientiam  istam 
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II.  The  Physical  Foundation. 

Bacon,  having  decided  that  invention  is  the 
end  of  science,  takes  physics  as  its  foundation. 
Thus  he  is  in  direct  opposition  to  the  philosophies 
of  every  preceding  age ;  to  scholasticism,  which, 
at  bottom,   was   nothing   but   theology,  to   the 
Roman  philosophy,  which  was  chiefly  occupied 
with   ethics,   and   to    the   Graeco-classic,   which 
based  physics   upon   metaphysics.      Bacon   first 
shows  that  philosophy  has  hitherto  been  unfruit- 
ful ;  then  he  investigates  the  causes  of  this  sci- 
entific poverty.    The  first  of  these  causes  he  finds 
in  the  fact  that  of  the  whole  period  recorded  in 
the  history  of  mankind  an  extremely  small  portion 

quam    a   Grsecis    potissimum    hausimus    pneritiam   quandam 
tcientUB  ▼ideri.    .    .    .     Controversiarnm  enim  ferax,  operam 
efibeta  est.    .    .    .    Pweterea,  si  hujnsmodi  sdentin  plane  res 
mortan  non  esscnt,  id  minime  videtur  eventurum  faisse  qnod  per 
multa  jam  ssecula  usu  venit,  ut  ill«  suis  immot»  fere  hao^ant 
yestigiis,  nee  incrementa  genere  humano  di^a  samant :    eo 
usqne,  ui  snpenumero  non  solum  assertio  maneat  assertio  sed 
ctiam  quiostio  maneat  qaiestio,  et  per  dispntationes  non  solratur 
sed  figatnr  et  alatur,  omnisqne  traditio  et  sncoessio  discipli- 
naram  repmsentet  et  exhibeat  personas  magistri  et  auditoris, 
non  invontoris  et  ejus  qui  invcntis  aliquid  eximium  adjiciaL   In 
artibus  autcm  mechanicis  contrarium  eyenire  videmus  ;  qme,  ac 
si  aune  cujosdam  vitalis  forent  pnrticipes,  qnotidie  crescant  et 
perflciantur.     .    .    .    Fhilosophia  contra  et  scientise  intellec- 
tuales,  Rtatuarum  more,  adorantur  et  celebrantur,  sed  noa  pro- 
movcntur.*' — PriBf.  Inst  Magna. 
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has  been  devoted  to  science,  and  the  second 
in  the  fact  that  the  smallest  portion  even  of 
scientific  hibour  has  been  bestowed  upon  the 
natural  sciences.  ''  Of  the  five  and  twenty  cen- 
turiesy  which  nearly  comprise  all  the  memory  and 
learning  of  man,  scarcely  six  can  be  selected  and 
set  apart  as  fertile  in  science  and  favourable  to  its 
advancement.  For  deserts  and  wildernesses  are 
no  less  in  times  than  in  countries,  and  we  can 
rightly  enumerate  no  more  than  three  revolutions 
and  epochs  of  learning,  namely,  first  the  Greek ; 
secondly,  the  Roman ;  and  lastly,  our  own  (that 
is  to  say,  the  learning  of  the  Western  nations  of 
Europe) ;  and  to  each  of  these  scarcely  two  cen- 
turies can  be  justly  assigned.  Even  in  those 
ages,  in  which  men's  wit  and  literature  flourished 
greatly,  or  even  moderately,  the  smallest  part  of 
human  labour  was  bestowed  upon  Natural  Phi- 
losophy, which  ought  nevertheless  to  be  regarded 
as  the  great  mother  of  all  the  sciences.  For  all 
the  arts  and  sciences  torn  from  this  root  may 
perhaps  be  polished  and  fitted  for  use,  but  they 
will  scarcely  grow.  It  is  well  known  that  after 
the  Christian  religion  had  been  adopted  and  had 
reached  maturity,  by  far  the  greater  number  of 
excellent  wits  devoted  themselves  to  theology; 
that  to  this  science  the  highest  rewards  were 
offered,  and  all  means  of  assbtance  were  abun- 
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dantly   supplied;    and  that  thus  the  study  of 
theolc^  ahniOBt  entirely  occupied  that  third  period 
which  has  been  given  as  that  of  the  Western 
Europeans ;  the  rather  because  about  the  same  time 
when  literature  b^an  to  flourish,  religious  contro- 
Tersies  also  b^an  to  bud  forth.   In  the  preceding 
age,  during  that  second  or  Koman  period,  the  me- 
ditation and  labour  of  philosophers  were  chiefly 
occupied  and   consumed    by  moral  philosophy, 
which   held   the  place   of  theology  among   the 
heathens.     Moreover,  in  those  times  the  greatest 
minds  applied  themselves  as  much  as  possible  to 
civil  affidrs,  on  account  of  the  magnitude  of  the 
Roman   Empire,   whicb  required  the  labour  of 
many  men.     But  that  age,  during  which  Natural 
Philosophy  appeared  to  flourish  chiefly  among 
the  Greeks,  was  exceedingly  short,  since,  in  the 
more  ancient  times,  the  seven  wise  men,  as  they 
were  called,  all  (with  the  exception  of  Thales) 
devoted  themselves   to    Moral  Philosophy  and 
Politics ;  and  in  the  times  succeeding,  after  So- 
crates had  brought  down  philosophy  from  heaven 
to   earth,   moral   philosophy   became   still   more 
prevalent,  and  diverted  the  minds  of  men  from 
natural  science.     In  the  meanwhile  let  no  one 
expect  great  progress  in  the  sciences  (especially 
tlieir  operative  part)  unless  Natural  Philosophy 
bo  applied  to  particular  sciences,  and  particular 
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sciences  again  referred  to  Natural  Philosophy. 
Hence  it  arises  that  astronomy,  optics,  music, 
many  mechanical  arts,  medicine  itself  (and  what 
seems  more  wonderful)  moral  and  political  phi- 
losophy, have  no  depth,  but  only  glide  over  the 
surface  and  variety  of  things;  because  these 
sciences,  having  been  once  partitioned  out  and 
established,  are  no  longer  nourished  by  Natural 
Philosophy.  Thus,  there  is  little  cause  for 
wonder  that  the  sciences  do  not  grow,  when  they 
are  separated  from  their  roots.''* 

*  "£x  yigtnti  quinqne  annonim  centiiriis,  in  qaibiu  memoria 
et  doctrina  hominam  fere  venatar,  yix  sex  centurin  seponi  et 
excerpi  possant,  qua  scientianim  feraces  earamve  proTentoi 
utiles  faemnt  Sant  enim  non  minus  tempomm  qnam  regionum 
eremi  et  vastitates.  Tres  enim  tantam  doctrinamm  reYolutiones 
et  periodi  recte  nnmerari  possant:  una,  apnd  Griecos  *,  altera, 
apnd  Bomanos ;  nltima,  apnd  nos,  occidentales  scilicet  Earopn 
nationes:  quibns  singulis  vix  duje  centurise  annomm  merito 
attribui  possunt.  .  .  •  Per  illas  ipsas  aotates  qnibus  bominum 
ingenia  et  literas  maxime  vel  etiam  mediocriter  floruerint, 
Naturalis  Fhilosophia  minimam  partem  humanse  opens  sortita 
sit.  Atqne  luec  ipsa  nihilominus  pro  magna  scientiarum  matre 
baberi  debet.  Omnes  enim  artes  et  scientise  ab  hac  stirpe  reyulsse, 
poliuntur  fortasse  et  in  usum  effinguntur,  sed  nil  admodum 
crescunt  At  manifestum  est,  postquam  Christiana  fides  recepta 
fhisset  et  adolevisset,  longe  maximam  ingeniorum  pnestantis* 
simorum  partem  ad  Theologiam  se  contulisse ;  atque  hole  rei  et 
amplissima  pnemia  proposita,  et  omnis  generis  adjumenta  co- 
piosissime  subministrata  fuisse:  atque  hoc  Thelogiie  studium 
prsBcipue  occnpasse  tertiam  illam  partem  sire  periodum  temporis 
apud  nos  Europceos  occidentales  ;  eo  magis,  quod  sub  idem  fere 
tempuB  et  liters  florere  et  controversiie  circa  teVgionem  pul- 

L  8 
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m.  The  Aktiforhal  Tendency. 

That  he  may  arrive  at  a  proper  explanation  of 
nature.  Bacon  rejects  all  idol8,  including  final 
causes,  generic  notions  and  forms,  as  human 
analogies  that  do  not  belong  to  the  things  them- 
selves. To  final  he  opposes  efficient  causes; 
to  generic  notions,  individual  things ;  to  abstract 

lolare  coeperint.    At  «vo  saperiori,  durante  periodo  ilia  secnnda 
apud  Bomanos,  potissiiiue  philosophomm  meditationes  et  indo*- 
trua  in  Marali  Philosophia  (qiue  Ethnicis  vice  Theologi»  erat) 
occ«pat«  et   consumpUe  fuenint:    etiam  snmma  ingenia  iHiia 
temporibiis  ut  plnrimum  ad  res  dviles  ee  appUcuemnt,  propter 
magnitadinem  imperii  Bomani,  quod  plnrimomm   hominum 
opera   indigebat      At  ilia  «ta8»  qua   Natnralis   Philoeophia 
apud  Gnocoa  maadme  florere  visa  est,  particnla  fnit  temporis 
minime  diatoma  $  cum  et  antiquioribns  temporibns  septem  illi 
qui  sapientes   nominabantor,   omnes    (prater    Thaletem)   ad 
Horalem  Flnlosophiam  et  ciTilia  se  applicuerint ;  et  posterio- 
ribus  temporibos  postqnam  Socrates  philoeophiam  de  ccelo  in 
terras  dedoxisset,  adhnc  magis  invaluerit  Moralis  I^ilosophia, 
et  ingenia  hominom  a  Natural!  averterit.    .    .    .    Interim  nemo 
expectet  magnum  progressum  in  scientiis  (praesertim  in  parte 
eamm  operatifa),  nisi  Philosophia  Natnralis  ad  sdentias  parti- 
onlares  producta  ftierit,  et  scientin  particulares  rursus  ad  Nata- 
ralem  Philoeophiam  reductn.    Hinc  enim  fit,  nt  astronraiia, 
optica,  musica,  plnrima  artes  mechanicss,  atque  ipsa  medidna, 
atque  (quod  quia  magis  miretur)  philosophia  moralis  et  dvilia, 
et  sdentisB  logicR,  nU  lere  habeant  altitudinis  in  profimdo  ;  sed 
per  superfldem  et  varietatem  remm  tantum  labantur :    quia 
postqnam  particulares  isin  scientias  dispertitn  et  canstitntse 
ftierint,  a  Philosophia  NatunOi  non  amplins  alantnr. 
Itaque  minime  mimm  est  si  sdentin  non  ciescaat,  com  a  xadi- 
dbtti  sois  sittt  separ«ie.''-.iVow.  Org.  L  78,  79,  SO. 
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fonns,  material  qualities;  and  thus  he  denies 
everything  that  would  render  an  interpretation  of 
natural,  teleological,  idealistic,  or,  in  a  word, 
abstract*  We  may  say,  to  combine  these  several 
oppositions  in  one  single  expression,  that  he  em- 
ployed his  whole  weight  to  counterbalance  that 
formal  philosophy  that  had,  down  to  his  own  time, 
so  vastly  preponderated,  whether  we  consider  the 
extent  or  the  duration  of  its  reign.  Under  this 
fomud  philosophy,  which  he  regards  as  his  an- 
tagonist. Bacon  comprises  Aristotelian  Scholas- 
ticism, Platonic  Aristotelism,  Pythagorean  Pla- 
tonism.  In  all  these  systems,  that  doctrine  of 
final  causes,  that  is  regarded  by  Bacon  as  an 
"Idolon  Tribus,''  predominates  as  the  leading  idea. 
The  creations  of  formal  philosophy  are  so  many 
historical  developments  of  this  one  fallacy.  They 
are  the  idols  that  in  the  field  of  philosophy  take 
possession  of  the  human  mind ;  that  is  to  say, 
lliey  are,  in  the  eyes  of  Bacon,  "  Idola  Theatri."* 
Such,  accurately  expressed,  are  the  points  of 
opposition  that  give  an  historical  character  to  the 
Baconian  philosophy.  To  theoretic  it  opposes 
practical  philosophy  as  an  instrument  of  useful 
cultivation ;  to  metaphysics  and  theology,  which 
have  hitherto  constituted  the  basis  of  science,  it 

•  ITie  coMideratioii  of  the  « IdoU  Theatri"  occopief  Apho- 
61 — 6S  of  iVov.  Org.  lib.  L 

l4 
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opposes  physics;  to  formal  it  opposes  material 
philosophy ;  to  common  experience  it  opposes 
scientific  experience. 

1.  BACOK'B  AKTAOOKI8H  TO  ABIBTOTLE. 

All  these  points  of  opposition  were,  as  Bacon 
thought,  concentrated  in  Aristotle,  who,  to  his 
time,  had  held  a  dictatorship  in  the  region  of 
philosophy.  Aristotle  had  canonised  theory  as 
the  highest  aspiration  of  the  mind ;  rendering  us 
similar  to  the  gods.  He  had  systematically  ela- 
borated metaphysics,  and  upon  this  foundation 
had  based  his  interpretation  of  nature.  He  was 
the  real  scientific  representative  of  formal  philo- 
sophy, and  the  creator  of  its  logic ;  he  regarded 
physics  from  the  teleological  point  of  view,  after 
establishing  that  point  of  view  metaphysically ; 
he  brought  the  whole  formal  philosophy  of  the 
Greeks  into  a  system,  by  which  the  middle  ages 
were  governed.  Lastly^  in  Bacon's  eyes,  that  un- 
methodical and  uncritical  kind  of  experience  that 
had  hitherto  prevailed  was  to  be  laid  to  the  charge 
of  Aristotle,  for  he  brought  induction  into  philo- 
sophy without  sifting  it  critically,  or  arranging  it 
in  logical  order.  By  the  side  of  a  fruitless  logic 
Aristotle  had  upheld  an  illogical  experience. 
What  great  end,  then,  could  be  attained  by  the 
philosophy   that  foUowed    him,   pn)vided  as   it 
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was  with  Buch  inefficient  weapons?  Thus,  in 
Bacon's  eyes,  all  the  ^*  Idola  Theatri"  that  occupy 
the  field  of  science  are  combined  under  the  name 
of  Aristotle.  To  this  point,  therefore,  he  directs 
all  the  attacks  which  he  intends  for  antiquity  in 
generaL  The  name  of  Aristotle  is,  as  it  were, 
the  extremity  of  a  rod  that  must  conduct  all  the 
lightnings  darted  by  Bacon  against  the  earlier  phi- 
losophy. That  Bacon  may  not  appear  unjust  to 
Aristotle,  we  must  consider  the  name  of  the 
latter,  when  used  by  the  former,  as  a  nomen  appe- 
lativum  rather  than  a  namen  proprium.  How 
far  he  apprehended  the  yeritable  Aristotle  we 
shall  not  pause  to  inquire,  for  our  inquiry  here  is 
not  what  Aristotle  really  was,  but  what  he  ap- 
peared in  thd  eyes  of  Bacon,  who  attacked  in  him 
the  theorist,  the  metaphysician,  the  formalist,  and 
the  empirist — making  of  himself  an  anti- Aristotle 
incarnate. 

To  the  Aristotelian  <*  Organon,''  Bacon,  in  his 
own  **  Organum,"  offers  a  double  opposition.  He 
combats  the  Aristotelian  logic  with  experience, 
and  the  Aristotelian  experience  (which  he  con- 
siders the  same  as  the  common)  with  methodical 
experience.  To  syllogism  he  opposes  induction ; 
to  Aristotelian  induction  true  induction.  His 
tactics  in  both  cases  are  the  same.  He  would 
prove  that  both  syllogism  and  Aristotelian  expe^ 
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rience  are,  with  respect  to  physics,  eq^ually  un- 
practical and  unfruitful. 


Stllooish 

is  unfruitfiil,  inasmuch  as  it  cannot  discover  ony- 
dung  new,  cannot  find  anything  unknown,  but 
can  only  exhibit,  arranged  in  a  consequent  order, 
notions  that  are  already  familiar.  It  is  a  mere 
form  of  tiiought,  that  presupposes  a  given  mate- 
rial to  fill  it  up.  But  the  <um  of  genuine  stuence 
is  the  discovery  of  a  material,  not  the  mere  arrange- 
ment of  that  which  has  already  been  ^ven  or 
handed  down.  Front  the  known,  sdence  would 
infer  the  unknown.  Thus  syllc^sm,  which  only 
arranges  what  is  known,  is  an  useless  iiastrument  in 
the  hand  of  science ;  that  is,  of  no  assistance  to  her 
in  her  investigations,  and  does  not  advance  her 
interests  in  the  slightest  degree.  From  syllc^istic 
lo^o  no  science  can  be  derived,  since,  as  Bacon 
observes,  it  is  of  no  service  in  the  discovery  of 
Boientific  truth.*  Of  what  does  syllogism  consist  ? 
Of  judgments  or  premises.  And  of  what  do  these 
conust  ?  Of  words.  But  words  are  mere  symbols 
of  notions  that  are  in  themselves  obscure  and 
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abstract  representations  of  things,  made  and  taken 
upon  trust  without  due  investigation,  and  circu- 
lated in  the  same  fashion.  Thus,  if  we  reduce 
syllogism  to  its  ultimate  elements,  we  find  that  it 
rests  upon  obscure  and  uncertain  notions.  *  These 
are  turned  into  current  coin  by  Formal  lo^c,  and 
as  such  are  circulated.  Thus,  this  kind  of  logic, 
far  from  conducing  to  the  investigation  of  truth, 
rather  serves  to  establish  error ;  so  that  it  is  not 
merely  useless,  but  even  injurious.t  Syllogistic 
science  lives  on  words  alone;  encourages  not 
action,  but  talking ;  rendering  men  not  inventive, 
but  loquacious,  and  mere  disputation  leads  to 
nothing.  The  art  of  words  does  not  promote  the 
**  regnum  hominU^  but  merely  the  *'  munus  pro^ 
fesioriumJ^ 

Experience  proceeds  differently  from  this  kind 
of  logic,  proving  not  by  words,  but  by  deeds; 
demonstrating  ad  oculos^  experimentalising  instead 
of  talking.     With  the  aid  of  an  instrument,  it 


^  **  SjUogismiu  ex  proposidoniboB  constat,  propontiones  ex 
TerbiSy  yerba  notionom  tessera  sunt  Itaque  si  notiones  ipsne 
(id  quod  basis  rci  est)  confasae  sint  et  temere  a  rebus  abs- 
tncUB,  nihil  in  lis  quad  snperstraontor  est  firmitadinis.** — Nov» 
Org.  L  14. 

f  **  Logica  qme  in  nsu  est  ad  errores  (qui  in  notionibns  thI- 
garibus  fandantor)  stabiliendoe  et  figendos  ralet,  potios  qnam 
ad  inqnisiiionem  Teritatis  ;  at  magis  damnoea  sit  qnam  ntilis.'* 
— JVbo.  Org.  L  12. 


J 
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rectifies  our  Beneuous  perception^  and  fits  it  for  ihe 
observation  of  things.  "We  must  fly  to  art,** 
says  Bacon,  *^  and  must  look  to  demonstration  that 
is  gOTcrned  by  art  As  for  syllogism,  which  is 
regarded  by  Aristotle  as  an  oracle,  sentence  may 
be  passed  on  it  in  a  few  words.  It  is,  doubtless^ 
useful  to  the  understanding,  as  a  sort  of  helping 
band,  in  those  sciences  that  are  founded  on  human 
opinions,  as  the  moral  and  political,  but  it  is 
unequal  and  incompetent  to  the  subtlety  and 
obscurity  of  natural  things.  Thus,  induction 
remains  our  last  and  only  aid  in  the  acquisition 
of  real  knowledge.  Nor  do  we,  without  cause, 
rest  our  hopes  upon  it,  since  it  is  able  to 
collect  laborious  works  and  the  faithful  suffirages 
of  things,  and  present  them  to  the  intellect."* 
Therefore  away  with  syllogism ;  let  us  have 

*  **  (Cogitayit)  aequi  igitnr  Qt  ad  artem  confagiendum,  et  de 
demonstratione  quie  per  artem  regitar,  yidendum  sit  Atqae 
de  syllogismo  qui  Aristoteli  oracnli  loco  est,  pancis  sententiain 
claodendam.  Rem  esse  nimimm  in  doctrinis  qa»  in  opinionibos 
hominum  positse  sunt,  veluti  moralibos  et  politicis,  utilem  et 
intdlectai  manum  quandam  anxiliarem ;  remm  vero  nataralium 
Bubtilitati  et  obsenritati  imparem  et  incompetentem.  Restare 
inductionem,  tanquam  nltimam  et  nnicum  rebus  snbsidinm  et 
perfugium ;  neqae  immerito  in  ea  spes  sitas  esse,  nt  qnte  opera 
laboriosa  et  fida  remm  suffragia  colligere,  et  ad  intellectnm  per* 
ferre  possit*'— Co^it  et  Vita. 
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Experience. 

Noty  however,  Aristotelian  experience,  for  this 
is  just  as  sterile  as  syllogism^  and  no  less  misses 
the  ultimate  object  of  all  scientific  research.  In  a 
natural  state  of  things,  logic  ought  to  discover 
truths^  and  experience  invent  works ;  the  former 
procuring  for  us  new  knowledge,  the  latter 
aiding  us  to  new  inventions.  But  the  Aris- 
totelian logic  contributes  nothing  *^  ad  inventionem 
scietUiarum  ;^  the  Aristotelian  experience  contri* 
butes  nothing  *^ad  inventionem  operumJ"  Both 
are  incapable  of  invention,  and  therefore  both  are 
useless.  The  Aristotelian  experience  is  sterile 
from  a  double  cause ;  that  is  to  baj,  it  is  either  a 
mere  description  involving  an  expanse  of  matter 
without  form  (just  as  the  syllogism  was  an  empty 
form  without  matter),  or  *^  a  simple  and  childish 
kind  of  induction^  that  proceeds  by  enumeration 
alone^  and  therefore  arrives  not  at  necessary,  but 
at  uncertain  conclusions."*  Hence  it  does  not 
lead  to  any  knowledge  of  laws,  to  any  interpreta- 
tion of  nature,  to  any  invention,  but  remains  dry 
and  sterile.     Or,  on  the  other  hand,  this  Aristo- 

*  "Fomuun  ejasdem  (indactionis)  meditad  sant  admodum 
rimpKcem  et  plane  paerilem  qiue  per  enomerationem  tantom 
procedat,  atqae  propterea  precario  non  nccessario  concladat."— 
Coy.  el  Visa. 
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telian  experience  at  once  infers  the  most  general 
laws  from  the  consideration  of  a  few  particular 
cases^  without  regarding  the  negative  instances^  — 
without  extending  its  path  hj  a  careful  com- 
parison of  various  cases,  or  shortening  it  by  the 
discovery  of  prerogative  instances.  It  does  not 
discover,  but  merely  abstracts  law<s,  and  is 
thus  unmethodical  and  uncritical, — not  investi- 
gating, but  anticipating  nature.  From  single 
facts  to  general  laws  it  proceeds  as  if  by  flight, 
not  step  by  step.  Its  fault  is  an  impatience  of 
delay,  which,  not  allowing  any  pause  to  the  work 
of  experience,  forces  it  to  fly  upwards,  instead  of 
climbing ;  so  that  it  misses  the  goal  that  it  is  in 
such  a  hurry  to  reach.  It  grasps  immediately  at 
the  highest  laws, — determines  the  primary  before 
it  has  ascertained  the  intermediate  causes, — 
hoping  by  syllogistic  art  to  supply  the  links 
wanting  in  the  chain  of  existence.*  An  expe- 
rience of  this  kind  can  lead  to  no  experiment 
properly  called, — to  no  invention;  it  is  therefore 
as  sterile  as  the  syllogism. 

*  The  whole  of  the  abore  pauAge  is  an  expannon  of  the 
following :— **  Mora  impatientes  et  compendia  Tiamm  undique 
luitrantes,  et  qondam  in  certe  ponere,  circa  qoas,  tanqoam 
circa  poloe,  dispatationes  Teitcrentar,  properantes,  earn  (indoc- 
tionem)  tantum  ad  generalia  scientiamm  principia  adhibuemnt. 
media  per  lylloginnonim  demaiioncs  expedire  temere  sperantct.'* 
—  Cog.  €t  Fiw.— J.  O. 
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In  the  place  of  this  kind  of  experienoe.  Bacon 
puts  the  inventive,  which  proceeds  hj  another  path. 
"  There  are,  and  can  be,"  he  says,  "  only  two 
ways  for  the  investigation  and  discovery  of  truth. 
One  flies  from  the  senses  and  particulars  to  the 
most  general  axioms,  and  from  these  principles, 
and  their  infallible  truth,  determines  and  discovers 
intermediate  axioms.     And  this  is  the  way  now 
in  use.      The  other  constructs  axioms  from  the 
senses  and  particulars,  by  ascending  continually 
and  gradually,  so  as  to  reach  the  most  general 
axioms  last  of  alL     This  is  the  true  way,  but  is 
yet   untried."*     The  right  way   from  the   par- 
ticular   phenomena    to    the     highest    laws     of 
nature    is  by   a  series  of  steps,  and  this  series 
constitutes  the  characteristic  difference  between 
the  Baconian  experience  and  that  which  had  pre- 
viously prevailed.      **  The  human  understanding 
must  not  jump  and  fly  from  particulars  to  remote 
and  most  general  axioms  (such  as  the  so-called 
principles  of  acts  and  things),  and  then,by  the  infal- 

•  ••  Done  TUB  sunt,  atque  csae  poasant,  ad  inquircndam  et  in- 
Teniendam  yeritatcm.  Altera  a  scnsu  et  particularibas  advolat 
ad  aziomata  maxime  generalia,  atque  ex  iis  principiis  eorumque 
immota  ycritate  judical  et  invenit  axiomata  media  ;  atque  haec 
Yia  in  nau  est:  altera  a  eensu  et  particularibus  excitat  axiomata, 
ascendendo  continenter  et  gradatim,  ut  ultimo  loco  perveniatur 
ad  maxime  generaUa;  qu»  via  vera  est,  sed  intcntata."— Aow. 
Orff»  L  19. 
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lible  truth  of  these^  test  and  make  out  the  mter- 
mediate  axioms.  This^  however^  has  hitherto  been 
done  from  the  natural  bent  of  the  understanding, 
which  has,  moreover,  been  trained  and  accustomed 
to  this  course  hy  the  syllogistic  form  of  demon- 
stration. But  we  can  then  only  hope  well  for 
science,  when  the  ascent  shall  be  made  by  a  true 
scale,  and  successive  steps,  without  gap  or  inter- 
ruption, first  from  particulars  to  minor  axioms, 
then  to  the  intermediate  (one  above  the  other), 
and  finally  to  the  most  generaL  For  the  lowest 
axioms  do  not  much  difier  from  bare  experience ; 
but  those  which  are  now  deemed  the  highest  and 
most  general  are  notional  and  abstract,  with 
nothing  solid  about  them.  But  the  intermediate 
are  those  true,  solid,  and  living  axioms,  upon 
which  depend  the  affairs  and  fortunes  of  mankind. 
Hence  we  must  not  add  wings,  but  rather  lead  and 
weights  to  the  human  understanding,  in  order  to 
prevent  all  jumping  and  fiying."* 

*  **  Neque  tamen  pennittendom  est,  ut  intellectns  a  particulari- 
bas  ad  axiomata  remota  et  qnasi  generaliBsima  (qualia  sunt 
principia,  quae  vocant,  artium  et  remm)  saliat  et  volet ;  et  ad 
eomm  immotam  Tcritatem  axiomata  media  probet  et  expediat : 
qaod  adhuc  factam  est,  prono  ad  hoc  impetu  naturali  intellectua, 
atque  etiam  ad  hoc  ipsom,  per  demonstratioDes  qus  fiunt  per 
sjllogismom,  jampridem  cdocto  et  assucfacto.  Sed  de  scientiis 
tarn  demum  bene  sperandum  est,  quapdo  per  scalam  veram,  et 
per  gradus  continuos  et  non  intermissos  ant  hiulcos,  a  parti- 
colaribus  ascendetor  ad  axiomata  minora,  et  deinde  ad  media. 
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Syllogism  and  Experience. 

These  two  instruinents  of  the  Aristotelian 
philosophy  stand,  as  Bacon  remarks,  in  a  reci- 
procal relation;  the  one  supporting,  and  acting 
as  a  supplement  to  the  other.  Syllogistic  art 
requires  the  lower  kind  of  experience,  to  give  a 
materiid  upon  which  it  may  imprint  its  logical 
form.  Experience  requires  syllogism,  to  find 
intermediate  links  between  phenomena  and  uni- 
versal laws.  Without  experience,  syllogism  would 
be  devoid  of  life  and  motion ;  without  syllogistic 
art,  experience  would  be  aphoristic,  and  unable 
even  to  assume  the  appearance  of  systematic 
order. 

The  mind  that  is  desirous  of  invention  has 
nothing  to  expect  from  either.  Its  mode  of 
knowledge  is  loffical  experience,  or  inventive  logic. 
Logical  experience  is  distingubhed,  as  experience, 
from  formal  logic,  which  has  nothing  to  do  with 
experience;  and,  as  logic,  from  the  ordinary  expe- 

alb  alii8  saperiora,  et  postremo  demnm  ad  generaliasima.  Eiei.ira 
axiomata  infima  non  malkam  ab  experientia  nada  discrepant. 
Suprema  Tero  ilia  et  generalissima  (qua  habentnr)  notioaalia 
•not  et  ab«tracta»  et  nil  habent  soUdi.  At  media  mint  axiomata 
ilia  vera  et  solida  et  Tira,  in  qaibus  humana  res  et  fortunn  sita 
sont.  ....  Itaqae  hominam  intellectai  non  plunm  addends, 
•ed  plnmbom  potina  et  pondera ;  at  cohibeant  omnem  saltum 
et  Tolatam."— Aoo.  Org,  L  104. 
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lience,  in  which  there  is  nothing  logical.  "  We 
must  apply  to  ouraelvea,"  eaya  Bacon,  "  the  joke 
of  him  who  eaid  that  wine-drinkers  and  water- 
drinkers  cannot  think  alike ;  especially  as  it  hits 
the  point  eo  well.  Now  other  men,  both  ancient 
and  modem,  have  drank  in  science,  a  crude  liquor, 
like  water,  which  has  either  flowed  epontaneonsly 
out  of  the  undera landing,  or  has  been  drawn  up 
by  dialectics,  as  by  a  wheel  from  a  well.  But 
we  drink  and  pledge  others  with  a  liquor  made 
from  an  infinite  number  of  grapes,  and  those  well 
ripened,  plucked,  and  collected  in  picked  clusters, 
then  crushed  in  the  winepress,  and  at  last  purified 
and  clarified  in  a  vessel.  Therefore  it  is  not 
wonderful  that  we  do  not  agree  with  others."  * 

*  "  Itaqne  diceDdam  da  nobis  ipsii  quod  ille  per  jocnm  dixit, 
prKsenim  cam  Um  beoe  rem  secct ;  fieri  noD  polest  nt  fdem 
•antiant,  qui  kqaam  ct  qui  Tinnm  bibonU  At  CEteri  hominea, 
tam  VGICrei  quaiii  dotI,  liquorEm  bibemnt  ccndam  in  KicDtiis, 
taoqnam  aquam  vel  sponti  ex  iatellecta  minaDtem,  rel  per 
dialecticani,  tanqaam  per  rotai  sx  pateo  haiutam.  At  din 
liqaorem  bjbimiu  et  propinamiu  ex  infinilii  eonrectam  dtis, 
iiaqae  EDalutu  et  tempeattTis,  et  per  racemo*  qnosdam  coUectii  ac 
dccerplis,  et  labinde  in  torcnlari  pnnii,ac  poatrtmo  in  Taie  re- 
pnr^tis  et  clarificalia.  lUqae  nil  mimnt  «i  nobis  cnm  aliia  Don 
conTcniat" — Kov.  Oiy.I.  113.  By  "  aquain  sponteei  intellectn 
manantem,"  Bacon  manirnlly  means  ijUi^sm ;  bj  "aqaam 
per  rolai  ex  poteo,  haiutun,"  that  kind  of  experience  tliat  from 
■  few  facti  leaps  at  once  to  the  moat  eenerai  aiioms.  In  the 
apresses  the  tame 
«mii(liqiimi>- 
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2.    bacon's    OPPOSITIOir    and    ATFINITT     to    PULTO.  —  HIS 
OPINION  OT  PLATO  AND  ARISTOTLE. 

Within  the  limits  of  formal  philosophy ,  to  which 
as  a  whole  he  is  diametrically  opposed.  Bacon, 
nevertheless,  makes  a  remarkahle  distinction  be- 
tween Aristotle  and  Plato.  Of  the  two,  Plato 
appears  to  him  as  belonging  to  the  higher  order 
of  mind,  as  the  greater  genius.  The  systems  of 
these  philosophical  chiefs  of  classical  antiquity 
are,  indeed,  both  equally  removed  from  a  true 
semblance  of  nature;  the  minds  of  both  are 
prepossessed  by  *^  idols,"  but  those  of  Plato  are 
as  poetical  as  those  of  Aristotle  are  sophistical.* 
Little  as  Bacon  participates  in  the  errors  of  Plato, 
they  appear  to  him  more  amiable  and  natural 
than  those  of  the  other.  The  imagination,  when 
it  errs,  is  more  readily  pardoned  than  the  under- 
standing. Bacon's  philosophical  views  were  far 
removed  from  anything  like  poetry,  but  he  had 
a  lively  imagination,  and  a  ready  susceptibility 
for  the  charms  of  poetry ;  and  this  side  of  his 
character  was  attracted  by  the  poetical  Plato. 
Indeed,  this  element  of  poetry  in  Bacon,  which  is 
displayed  not  only  in  his  preference  for  Plato,  but 
not  unfrequently  influences  his  style,  and  guides 

*  **  Flatonem,  tarn  prope  ad  poetSB,  qaam  illom  (Aristotelem), 
ad  sophisUD  partes  accedere." —  Cogitata  et  Viio. 

u  s 
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him  in  the  choice  of  his  examples,  proves  anew 
the  truth  of  the  felicitous  remark  once  made  by 
Humboldt  on  the  subject  of  Columbus,  that  a 
poetical  imi^ination  expresses  itself  in  every  great 
specimen  of  human  character.* 

Bacon  draws  a  distinction  between  Plato  and 
Aristotle,  predselj  the  same  as  that  which,  by 
many  of  the  present  day,  is  drawn  between  Schel- 
ling  and  H^eL     In  opposition  to  both  of  them, 
he  puts  correct  investigation,  which,  he  asserts^ 
Plato  has  spoiled  by  imagination,   Aristotle  by 
dialectics.     The  great  example  of  sophistical  phi- 
losophy, according  to  Bacon,  is  Aristotle,  who* 
by  his  dialectics,   spoiled   natural   science,  inas- 
much as  he  produced  a  worid  from   categories. 
Thus,  Bacon  reproaches  Aristotle  with  a  resolu- 
tion of  all  reality  into  categories ;  Plato,  with  a 
conversion  of  reality  into  imaginary  forms ;   the 
one  setting  logical  abstraction,  the   other  poeti- 
cal images,  and  both  alike  setting  '*  idols  "  in  the 
place  of  tkinps*     Plato  is  mystical  and  poetical; 
Aristotle,  dialectical  and  sophistical.       Thus,  in 
his  day,  did  Bacon  judge  the  classical  philosophers 
of  antiquity  ;  and,  at  the  present  time,  the  same 
judgment  is   passed  by  almost  everybody  upon 
ScholUng  and  Hegel.     We  say  this  without  par- 
tiality ;  our  only  interest  being  in  the  fact  that 

•  *•  Anftidktoa  d«r  Kator;*  VoL  I.  p.  966. 
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W6  maintain,  namely,  that  the  jadgment  passed  on 
Sohelling  and  Hegel,  at  the  present  day,  is  not 
only  similar,  but  literally  the  same  as  that  formerly 
pronounced  by  Bacon  on  Plato  and  Aristotle.  It 
is  not  without  reason  that  many  haye  called  atten- 
tion to  the  affinity  between  Hegel  and  Aristotle, 
Schelling  and  Plato.  We  may  even  state  a  ratio: — 
at  the  two  German  idealists  are  to  our  own  age,  so 
are  the  two  Greeks  to  the  age  of  Bacon.  We  are 
not  speaking  here  of  a  distance  in  point  of  time, 
but  of  scientific  magnitude.  If  nearly  everybody 
now  judges  of  the  two  German  philosophers,  just 
as  Bacon  judged  of  kindred  spirits  among  the 
ancient  Greeks,  we  may  regard  this  identity  as  an 
important  sign,  showing  how  near  the  present  age 
has  brought  itself  to  the  Baconian  point  of  view. 
It  bears  witness  to  an  affinity  between  Bacon's 
mode  of  thought,  and  that  now  prevailing.  We 
think  too  highly  of  Bacon  to  construe  this  sign 
unfavourably  for  the  present  age.  Still,  there  is  one 
thing  it  does  not  prove ;  namely,  that  the  tendency 
of  our  own  times  to  pronounce  a  verdict  against 
the  last  systems  of  philosophy  is  at  all  new  or 
originaL  One  thing  it  does  not  proclaim  (although 
this  is  presumed  by  many,  who  are  ignorant  of 
history),  namely,  a  new  epoch  I  Much  more  is 
this  turn  of  thought  to  be  regarded  as  a  mere 
emanation  of  that  broad,  intellectual  flood  that 
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originated  with  Bacon.  On  this  account,  do  we 
examine  so  carefully,  and  with  such  deep  interest, 
the  great  source  itself;  ou  this  account  do  we 
strive  to  exhibit  to  the  present  generation,  as  in  a 
clear  mirror,  the  image  of  Bacon,  which  it  has 
imitated  for  the  most  part  unconsciously,  but,  on 
the  whole,  certainly  not  without  cause. 

The  Platonic  Idealism. 

Bacon  rejects  alike  the  Platonic  ideas  and  the 
Aristotelian  categories ;  both  are  to  him  abstract, 
sterile  forms,  that  explain  nothing  in  nature. 
But  the  Platonic  philosophy  regards  its  Ideas, 
which,  in  truth,  are  merely  idols,  as  the  divine 
originals  of  the  things  themselves.  It  deifies  these 
idols ;  and  thus,  to  the  realistic  thinker,  appears 
an  apotheosis  of  error,  bribing  the  understanding 
through  the  imagination.  Such  a  thinker  must 
naturally  regard  it  as  a  science  of  logical  corrup- 
tion, as  a  fantastic  philosophy.  "  For  the  human 
understanding,"  says  Bacon,  '*  is  no  less  exposed 
to  the  impressions  of  fancy,  than  to  those  of  vulgar 
notions.  For  the  disputatious  and  sophistical 
kind  of  philosophy  ensnares  the  understanding ; 
while  that  other  fanciful,  bombastic,  and,  as  it 
were,  poetical  sort,  rather  flatters  it  There  is  in 
man  a  certain  ambition  of  the  intellect,  no  less 
than  of    the  will,  especially  among  lofty  and 
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elevated  minds.  Of  this  better  kind  we  havej 
among  the  Greeks,  a  most  conspicuous  example 
in  Pythagoras^  though  combined  with  a  coarser 
and  more  burdensome  superstition ;  but  it  appears 
more  subtle  and  dangerous  in  Plato  and  his  school. 
This  kind  of  evil  is  found  also  in  branches  of  other 
systems,  where  it  introduces  abstract  forms,  final 
and  primary  causes,  frequently  omitting  the  inter- 
mediate, and  the  like.  Against  it,  the  greatest 
caution  must  be  used ;  for  the  apotheosis  of  error 
is  the  greatest  of  evils,  and  the  worship  of  folly 
may  be  regarded  as  the  pestilence  of  the  intellect. 
But  in  this  vanity  some  of  the  modems,  with 
consummate  recklessness,  have  indulged  to  such 
an  extent,  that  they  have  endeavoured  to  found 
a  natural  philosophy  on  the  first  book  of  Genesis, 
the  book  of  Job,  and  other  sacred  writings ;  thus 
seeking  the  dead  among  the  living.  And  this 
folly  is  the  more  to  be  checked  and  restrained, 
because  not  only  fantastical  philosophy,  but  here- 
tical religion,  results  from  such  an  absurd  mix- 
ture of  the  divine  and  human.  It  is,  therefore, 
most  wholesome  soberly  to  render  unto  faith  only 
the  things  that  are  faith's."  * 

•  M  Hnmaniu  enim  intellectiu  non  mmns  impremonibus  plian- 
tasuD  est  obnoxiui,  qnam  impressionibus  Tulgariam  notioDoxn. 
Pagoax  enim  genns  pbilotophie  et  Sopbisttcum  illaqueat  Intel* 
lectam :   at  iUnd  akenun  phantasticom  et  tomidum,  et  qnaii 
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Aiming  at  the  purity  of  science.  Bacon  woold, 
above  all,  preserve  ita  foandation,  physics,  from 
every  heterogeneous  admixture.  "  Natural  phi- 
loaophy  has  not  yet  been  found  in  a  pure  state, 
but  corrupt  and  infected : — in  the  sahool  of  Aii- 
BtoUe,  by  \ogia ;  in  the  school  c^  Plato,  by  natural 
theology ;  in  the  second  school  of  Plato  (that  of 
Proclus  and  othera),  by  mathematjca,  which  ought 
to  limit  natural  pluloaoj^y,  not  to  generate  or 
create  it  But  from  a  pure  and  unmixed  natural 
philosophy  better  results  are  to  be  hoped."  • 

Foetkaia,  magu  bluditDr  iiitcIl«et(iL  Inot  aoim  hoimiii  qam- 
dAm  inLAlloctns  unbitio,  noQ  minor  qaun  Tolantatii ;  prBseftlnt 
in  iageaiU  *ltU  et  eleratii.  Hajtu  aatem  generii  ezemplmn 
iDter  Qracoa  iUnccscit,  pnBcijne  ia  I^rthagon,  sed  mun  mper- 
(Utione  magit  ctmm  et  ooerosa  coojanetnm ;  at  periculasku  et 
•nbtilios  in  Platona,  alqoe  yat  tchobu  InTCDitar  etiwn  hoc 
geuui  mali  in  putiboi  pbiloaoptuamm  TeUqaanim,  introdocendo 
Ibnnu  nbMnctM,«t  e«as>i  &inka,  M  caoni  prima* ;  omittendo 
Hepinime  mediaSt  et  bnjoamodL  Haic  antem  rei  lamma  adbi- 
benda  cm  cwUio,  Fesnma  enim  res  est  etronun  ApotbeoaU,  et 
pro  pcEta  intellectni  liabenda  at.  n  ranis  accedat  mnoatio. 
Hnic  aotem  Tasiuti  Doanalli  cz  Dtodemia  Bimma  leritate  ita  in- 
dolKniDt,  Dt  ia  primo  eapitnlo  GeneKM  et  in  libro  Job  et  alii* 
•criptnris  laorii,  i^uloaophiam  naturakm  fondare  cooati  tint; 
inter  viva  qomntci  moctna.  Tantoqne  magii  hac  Tanitai  in- 
kibenda  venit  et  coercenda,  qnia  «z  diTinonun  et  hanMaomin 
maloaana  admiflUone  noQ  ao1amedacitnrpbiloBobhiaE^tanta*ticat 
■ed  etiam  nligio  bKiMka.  Itaqne  (alalare  admodnm  eA,  ci 
■tente  aohria  fidd  tantam  deatar  qiiB  fidei  mit'*— JV«v.  Org^LGS. 
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Still,  notwithatanding  this  diametrieal  oppo- 
tttion  of  principles  and  tendencies,  there  is  still  a 
philosophical  point  of  contact  to  be  found  between 
the  greatest  idealist  of  antiquity  and  the  greatest 
realist  of  modern  times. 


The  Flatokic  Method 

IS  akin  or  homogeneous  to  the  Baconian.  In 
much  the  same  manner  does  Plato  find  his  ideas ; 
Bacon,  the  laws  of  things.  The  Socratioo-Pla^ 
tonic  method  derives  the  mental  conception  from 
immediate  representations ;  Bacon,  from  natural 
phenomena,  derives  a  law.  In  both  cases  the 
course  of  reasoning  is  inductive,  be^nning  with 
particulars,  and  ascending  to  the  universal  In 
both  cases  the  induction  is  of  a  kind  that  pro- 
ceeds slowly  and  gradually  {per  gradta  con" 
tinuas)  to  the  universal: — with  Plato,  to  Ideas; 
with  Bacon,  to  laws :  with  Plato,  to  the  original ; 
with  Bacon,  to  the  copy  of  nature :  with  Plato, 
to  the  final ;  with  Bacon,  to  the  efiioient  causes 
of  things.  And  what  is  the  chief  point  of  all, 
the  course  of  induction  is  in  both  cases  pursued 

Firocli  et  alioram,  per  mathemAticain ;  qam  philofopbiam  naka- 
ralem  terminare,  non  generare  aat  procreare  debet.  At  ex  pbi- 
losophia  natural!  pvra  et  impermista  meltora  iperanda  smit.*'^ 
Nim,  Org.  L  S6« 
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through  negative  instances.  Following  the  ex- 
ample of  Socrates^  Plato  applies  the  test  of  a 
negative  instance  to  all  definitions,  so  that  these 
are  continually  rectified  and  purified  bj  con- 
tradictory instances,  -which  here  are  not  natural 
phenomena,  but  definitions  or  propositions.  In 
the  *'  Republic,"  the  idea  of  justice  is  under  dis- 
cussion, and  it  appears  to  Cephalus  that  the  just 
man  should  give  to  every  one  his  own,  and 
should  therefore  return  what  he  has  borrowed, 
when  he  is  asked  for  it.  ^'  Is  it  then  just,"  asks 
Socrates,  **to  return  borrowed  weapons,  where 
the  lender  is  mad  when  he  asks  for  them?" 
Manifestly  not  Here  is  the  negative  instance ; 
it  shows  that  the  first  definition  of  justice  was  too 
broad,  and  therefore  does  not  meet  the  point.  What 
Cephalus  imagines  to  be  just,  is  not  so  in  every 
case.  To  collect  all  the  examples  of  the  negative 
instances  to  be  found  in  Plato,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  copy  out  the  whole  of  his  dialc^es.  In 
the  same  manner.  Bacon  uses  the  negative  instance 
as  a  test,  to  discover  whether  the  conditions  of 
natural  phenomena  that  present  themselves  are 
essential  or  not.  Plato  makes  experiments  with 
ideas,  as  Bacon  with  things.  With  both  of  them, 
the  mode  of  proof  consists  in  so  testing  that 
which  is  to  be  proved,  as  to  ascertain  whether,  in 
every  respect,  it  will  agree  with  their  hypotheas; 
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in  other  words,  whether  it  will  endure  the  ordeal 
of  negative  instances.  Thus,  both  make  experi- 
ments; one  logically,  the  other  physically;  one 
to  discoTcr  the  true  idea  among  our  notions, 
the  other  to  find  out  the  true  laws  in  nature. 
They  proceed  by  similar  roads,  yiz.,  per  veram 
induetionem^  to  opposite  goals.  Bacon  himself 
perceived  this  affinity,  and  it  made  him  prefer 
Plato  to  Aristotle.  *^  An  induction  that  is  to  be 
useful  for  the  discovery  and  demonstration  of  the 
sciences  and  arts,  should  separate  nature  by  pn^r 
rejections  and  exclusions,  and  then,  after  a  suf- 
ficient number  of  negatives,  come  to  an  affirma* 
tive  conclusion.  This  has  not  yet  been  done,  nor 
even  tried,  except  by  Plato,  who  certainly  makes 
use  of  this  form  of  induction  to  some  extent,  for 
the  purpose  of  sifting  definitions  and  ideas.**  * 

The  Platonic  induction  leads  to  a  world  of 
ideas,  which  is  formed  by  the  way  of  continued 
abstraction;  the  Baconian  induction  leads  to  a 
copy  of  the  real  world,  by  the  way  of  continued 
experience.     From  Plato's  point  of  view  the  real 

*  "At  indactio  qnn  ad  ixiTentionem  et  demonttrationem 
fdendanim  et  aitiiim  erit  atilis  natnram  separare  debet,  per  re- 
jectiones  et  exclnsiones  debitas ;  ac  deindc,  po«t  negatiras  tot 
quot  sniBciant,  saper  affinnatiras  concludere ;  quod  adhnc  factam 
non  est,  nee  tentatnm  oerte,  nisi  tantummodo  a  Platone,  qui  ad 
ezcatiendas  definitiones  et  ideas,  hac  certe  forma  inductionia 
•liquateiiiia  mitor."— A<w.  Orif.  L  109. 
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world  itaelf  appears  a  copy,  of  which  philosophy 
is  to  find  the  originaL  From  the  Baconian  point 
of  view,  on  the  contrary,  the  real  world  appears 
as  the  original,  of  which  philosophy  must  make  a 
copy.  The  Platonic  abBtraction  oonmats  in  the 
analysis  of  ideas;  the  Baconian,  in  the  analysis 
of  things,— an  anatomical  dissection  of  bodies,  the 
^^diasectio  naturae,'*  the  '^anatomia  corporum," 
which  Bacon  requires  in  lieu  of  the  Platonic  abs- 
traction. *^  For  we  are  establishing  in  the  human 
intellect  a  true  model  of  the  world,  such  as  it  is 
found  to  be,  not  such  as  any  one's  reason  may 
have  suggested ;  but  this  cannot  be  effected  with- 
out performing  a  most  diligent  dissection  and 
anatomy  of  the  world.'*  * 

3.   THB  ATFIXirr  OF  BJIOON  TO  DBMOCRITUS  AKD  THE 


TVe  now  come  to  the  last  relation  between 
Bacon  and  the  Greek  philosophy,  and  here  we 
find  an  indubitable  point  of  contact.  Bacon 
opposes  Aristotle  on  every  point,  and  with  all  his 
might.  He  will  have  nothing  in  common  with 
him,  deeming  that  his  method  is  as  useless  and  as 

*  **  Etenim  Tcnim  exemplar  mandi  in  intellectii  hnmano  fiin> 
damus ;  qoale  ioTenitnr,  non  quale  caipiam  sua  propria  ratio 
dkta^rMit,  Hoc  antem  perfici  non  potest,  nisi  &cta  mnndi  di^ 
wdMNM  atqne  anitomia  diUsentissauL''— JVea  Ory.  L  124. 
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sterile  ae  his  doctrines.  His  affinity  to  Pkto  is 
merely  of  the  formal  kind ;  he  finds  here  his  own 
method,  the  tme  induction,  but  it  is  employed  for 
futile  ends  or  useless  devices.  For  the  Platonic 
ideas  or  imaginations  have  notliing  in  common 
with  human  life,  and  therefore  cannot  have  any 
practical  influence  upon  it. 

However,  there  is  one  doctrine  of  antiquity 
which  has  a  material  affinity  to  Bacon,  namely. 
Materialism  itself,  or,  as  the  ancients  called  it, 
the  Physiology  of  the  Pr»«Socratic  period,  which 
stands  as  the '  opposite  pole  to  formal  philosophy 
generally.     To  the  Atomistic  philosophy  of  De* 
mocritus  and  his  disciples,   sometimes  involnn*" 
tarily,  sometimes  intentionally.  Bacon  is  inclined 
above  all  other  systems.     That  earliest  philoso- 
phical age  was  devoted  to  a  lively  contemplation 
of  nature,  to  the  matter  of  things  themselves,  not 
to  forms  abstracted  from  them.     The  principles 
here  laid  down  for  the  foundation  of  things  were 
of  a  corporeal  nature,  and   coincided   with  the 
elements.      Bacon's   dislike  to  formal  philosophy 
occasions    and   explains  his   inclination  to   Ma- 
terialism.    His  opposition  to  Aristotle  occasions 
and  explains  his  affinity  to  Democritus.     Bacon 
and  Democritus  form,  as  it  were,  two  opposite 
poles    to    that   formal  philosophy  that  governed 
classical  antiquity,  and  afterwards  the  scholastic 
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middle  ages.     Democritus  ia  the  pole  beyond  it^ 
Bacon  the  pole  on  this  aide.     ^^  It  is  better  to 
dissect  nature  than   to   abstract/'   says   Bacon» 
*'  and  this  has  been  done  by  the  school  of  Demo- 
critus, which  penetrated  more  deeply  into  nature 
than  the  rest.'**     Among  all  the  Greek  philoso- 
phers Bacon  distinguishes  the  Atomists  as  the 
most  sagacious,  observing  that  they  possessed  and 
propagated  a  sense  for  true  natural  science,  and 
were  only  obscured  and,  as  it  were,  outshone  by 
the  philosophy  of  Aristotle  and  Plato,  after  the 
Genserics   and  Attilas  —  the  barbarians  of   the    \ 
irruption  —  had  annihilated  the  scientific  sense  of 
the  world  altogether.     For  in  the^days  of  civilised 
antiquity  the  influence  of  Democritus  never  ceased. 
He  and  the  whole  age  of  Prae-Socratic  philosophy 
are  opposed  by  Bacon  to  the  authority  of  Aristotle. 
The  tendency  of  Aristotle  to  busy  himself  with 
words,  rather  than  with  the  living  truth  of  things, 
is  best  shown,  according  to  Bacon,  by  a  com- 
parison of  his   philosophy  with  that  of  others, 
who  were  in  repute  among  the  Greeks.     "  For 
the  homoiomera  of  Anaxagoras,  the  atoms  of  Leu- 
cippus  and  Democritus,  the  heaven  and  earth  of 
Parmenides,  the  discord  and  concord  of  Empe- 
docles,  the  resolution  of  bodies  into  the  common 

♦  "Melius  est  naturam  8ecare,quam  ab8trahere,id  quod  Demo- 
cnti  Bchola  fecit,  quse  magis  pcnetravit  in  naturam,  quam  reUquaB." 
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nature  of  fire^  and  their  recondensation,  as  taught 
by  Heraclitus,  have  about  them  somewhat  of 
natural  philosophy,  and  savour  of  the  nature  of 
things,  of  experience,  and  of  corporeal  reality; 
while  for  the  most  part  the  physics  of  Aristotle 
are  nothing  but  logical  terms,  and  are  afterwards 
treated  in  his  metaphysics  under  a  more  imposing 
name,  and  as  if  he  were  dealing  rather  with 
things  than  with  words."  * 

Among  all  these  natural  philosophers  of  the 
Greeks  Bacon  gives  the  preference  to  the  Atomists, 
with  Democritus  at  their  head.  Their  theory  is 
the  most  natural ;  it  penetrates  corporeal  things 
in  the  proper  sense  of  the  word,  for  it  traces  them 
to  their  ultimate  particles,  and  is  therefore  more 
materialistic  than  any  other.  Democritus  laid 
down  the  correct  principle  that  matter  was  eternal, 
and  that,  far  from  being  destitute  of  all  shape  and 
form,  it  was  determined  from  the  beginning  by 
motive  and  forming  powers ;  that  matter  and  form 


*  **  Habent  enim  Homoiomera  AnaxAgore,  Atomi  Leucippi 
et  Democriti,  Cctlam  et  Terra  Parmcnidis,  L«  et  Amicida 
Empedoclis,  Resolutio  corpomm  in  adiaphoram  natnram  ignis 
et  Beplicatio  eomndem  ad  densam  Hcracliti,  aliqoid  ex  philo- 
•opbo  natural],  et  rerom  natnram  et  experientiam  et  corpora 
sapinnt  j  nbi  Aristotelis  Physica  nihil  aliud  qnam  dialectics 
voces  plemnqne  Bonet ;  quam  etiam  in  Metophysicis  sub  solcn- 
niore  nomine,  et  ut  magis  scilicet  realis,  non  nominalis,  ro- 
tractovit.''— Abo.  Org,  L  63. 
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were  absolutely  inseparable^  had  never  been 
parted  from  each  other  in  the  nature  of  things, 
and  therefore  were  not  to  be  separated^  though 
they  might  be  distinguished  in  the  interpretation 
of  nature.  That  formless  matter,  of  which  Plato« 
Aristotle,  and  their  disciples  talk  so  much,  is  not 
the  matter  of  things,  but  only  the  matter  of  that 
vague  and  obscure  discourse  which  is  the  boast  of 
word-philosophy.  The  only  fault  of  Democritus 
consists  in  this,  that  he  did  not  arrive  at  his 
correct  and  irrefutable  principles  by  a  methodical 
interpretation  of  nature,  but  anticipated  them  by 
the  mere  operation  of  the  unassisted  intellect; 
that  is  to  say,  he  maintained  th^n  metaphysically, 
instead  of  proving  them  physically,  by  the  way  of 
experiment*   This  fault  of  Democritus  belongs  to 

*  TluB  is  the  reason  why  Bacon  did  not  Identify  his  philo- 
sophy with  that  of  the  Atomists.  He  dedred  physicid,  not 
metaphysical  atoms.  Physical  atoms  are  corpuscles  or  particles, 
t.  e.  the  ultimate  and  smallest  parts  of  hody  that  we  can  peroeiTe 
and  exhibit.  The  atoms,  in  the  metaphysical  or  strict  sense  of 
the  word,  are  mere  thoughts,  or  entkt  rcUumit  (Gedankendinge), 
that  no  investigator  of  nature  has  ever  yet  discovered.  This 
was  clearly  perceived  by  Bacon,  who  therefore  says  that  his 
method  will  not  lead  to  a  theory  of  atoms,  that  presupposes  a 
vacuum,  and  an  immutable  matter  (both  of  which  are  false),  bat 
to  real  particles,  such  as  are  discovered  to  be.  [«  Ncque  prop, 
terea  res  deducetur  ad  Atomnm,  qui  pnesnpponit  vacnam  et 
matcriam  uon  fluxam  (quorum  utmmque  falsum  est),  sed  ad 
particulas  veras,  quales  inveniuntur."— Abr.  Org.  IL  8.1  — 
Author*M  Note. 
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the  Greek  philosophy  in  general,  the  character  of 
which  is  most  distinctly  imprinted  on  the  Atomists. 
Of  all  the  ages  of  philosophy  this  earliest  age  of 
Greek  physiology  was  most  akin  to  nature  and 
truth,  at  least  so  it  appeared  in  the  eyes  of  Bacon, 
who  regarded  it  as  the  only  one  engaged  in  the 
serious  pursuit  of  natural  science.  The  follow-* 
ing  ages,  from  Socrates  down  to  Bacon  himself, 
corrupted  natural  philosophy,  and  thus  brought 
science  in  general  into  a  state  of  ever-increasing 
degeneracy.  All  genuine  natural  philosophy  was 
spoiled  and  thrust  back,  first  by  the  Platonic 
doctrine  of  ideas,  which  put  abstract  thoughts 
in  the  place  of  things;  then,  further,  by  the 
Aristotelian  logic,  which  for  both  things  and 
thoughts  substituted  words;  afterwards  by  the 
moral  philosophy  of  the  Romans ;  and,  last  of  all, 
by  that  mixture  of  Aristotelian  philosophy  with 
Christian  theology,  which  brought  barbarism  and 
the  perversion  of  intellect  to  perfection.  That 
earliest  age,  not  yet  vitiated  by  false  philoso- 
phy, nor  much  perplexed  by  idola  theatri,  had 
alone  the  right  instinct,  and  was  alone  directed 
to  the  right  purpose.  To  carry  out  this  purpose 
nothing  was  wanting  but  scientific  means.  Without 
instruments,  without  method,  these  earliest  na- 
tural philosophers  could  not  think  conformably  to 
experience,  or  in  a  truly  physical  spirit     What 
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could  they  do  but  anticipate  nature,  when  they 
were  unable  to  interpret  her  in  a  scientific  manner  ? 
Their  physics  became  metaphysics  from  the  very 
first     They  were  right  in  seeking  for  the  prin- 
ciple of  things  in  the  elements,  in  real  natural 
forces,  but  these  were  at  once  converted,  in  their 
view,  to  general  axioms.     They  discovered  their 
principles  rather  by  a  divining  glance  than  by 
deep  investigation,  and,  being  without  a  secure 
method  of  experience,  were  directed  to  the  un- 
assisted intellect     They  had  not  a  false  method, 
—  they  had  no  method  at  all.      The    intellect 
lefl  to  itself  cannot  know  anything,  it  can  only 
fabricate.     Thus  in  Bacon's  eyes  the  oldest  philo- 
sophy seems,  as  far  as  its  subject-matter  is  con- 
cerned, to  be  akin  to  nature  and  truth,  but,  with 
respect  to  its  form,  to  belong  more  to  imagination 
than  to  science.      Nature  and  truth  are  to  be 
found  in  it,  not  as  objects,  of  clear  knowledge 
based  upon  experience,  but  as  a  myth  projected 
by  the  poetical  intellect.     Here  Bacon  discovers 
the  aflSnity  between  Greek  physiology  and  mytho- 
logy, and  here  we  have  the  origin  of  his  views 
respecting  the  «  Wisdom  of  the  Ancients."   Physi- 
ology appears  to  him  as  poetry,  which   indeed 
it  was  in  the  earliest  times,  and  mythology  as 
wisdom  in  the  garb  of  poetical  narrative,  that  is 
to  say,  as  a  fable  or  allegory  of  nature  and  her 
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powers,  —  of  men  and  their  manners ;  for  what 
can  poetry  do  but  copy  reality  ?    In  this,  there- 
fore, the  oldest  poetry  and  the  oldest  wisdom 
agree  with  each  other,  that  they  stand  nearest 
the  simple  truth,  from  which  they  have  not  been 
seduced    by  a  false    culture,   and   express,  by 
imagery,  the  sense  of  nature,  with  which  they 
are  inspired.     Thus  Bacon  could  only  regard  the 
myths  of  antiquity  as  allegories,  and  attempted 
an  all^orical  explanation  of  them  in  his  book 
on  the  ^*  Wisdom  of  the  Ancients."     And  at  this 
point  of  view  he  arrived,  it  seems,  by  two  paths. 
By  one   he  finds  in  the  earliest  age   scientific 
myths,  —  fables  that  appear  as  important  theories, 
and,  when   stripped  of  their  poetical  veil,  are 
converted    into    physiological    propositions,  that 
more    accord  with  his  own   views  than  all  the 
systems  of  a  later  period.     But  if,  in  some  cases, 
the  myths  have  evidently  an  allegorical  signifi- 
cance, why  not  in  many  other  cases  also?     If 
there  are  scientific  why  not  also  moral  and  political 
myths  ?     Thus  could  Bacon  reason,  and  thus,  in 
accordance  with  such  reasoning,  could  he  attempt 
to  apply  the  allegorical  mode  of  interpretation, 
that  in  some  cases  seemed  to  be  imperatively  en- 
joined, by  the  nature  of  things,  to  many  simikr 
cases.     Nay,  it  is  not  enough  to  say  that  he  could 
do  this.     After  the  discovery  that  he  thought  he 
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CHAP.  VIL 
ram  BAoomjjr  PHiLoeoraT  ni  its  bblatioh  to  fostbt. 

While  criticallj  reviewing  the  preceding  Bystems 
of  philoaophy.  Bacon  at  last  finds  himseir  in  the 
presence  of  poetry.     The  only  point  of  contact 
between  hb  own  philosophy  and  the  past  is  in 
that  earliest  age,  when  science  and  poetry  were 
still  IdenticaL     The  Baconian  mind  is  most  remote 
from  the  Aristotelian  scholasticism ;  in  a  certain 
sense  it  approaches  the  Platonic,  and  most  of  all 
it  accords  with  the  atomistic  view  of  Democritus. 
Here  the  Baconian  philosophy,  and  that  which 
preceded  it,  begin  to  diverge.     They  converge  as 
they  approach  mythology,  the  poetical  age  of 
science,  when  philosophy  and  poetry  still  held 
intercourse  with  each  other.     Hence  the  interest 
which  Bacon  takes  in  the  myths  of  antiquity. 
This  interest  has,  in  the  Baconian  philosophy  itself, 
a  deeper  foundation  than  is  commonly  supposed. 
It  is  supported  by  the  affinity  which  Bacon  dis- 
covers between  himself  and  the  philosophy  of  the 
prse*Socratic    age.      His    interpretation   of  the 
ancient  myths,  and  his  relation  to  this  kind  of 
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poetry,  maj  partly,  at  least,  be  explained  by  the 
position  taken  by  the  Baconian  with  reference  to 
the  earlier  philosophy ;  for  this  interpretation  is, 
partly,  at  least,  a  translation  of  mythology  into 
Baconian  physiology,  and  is  therefore  one  of  the  ex- 
ponents by  which  Bacon's  relation  to  his  predeces- 
sors is  made  clear  to  us.  But  his  interpretation  of 
the  myths  may  also  be  immediately  deduced  from 
Bacon's  view  of  poetry  in  general ;  and  we  are 
the  more  justified  in  making  this  deduction,  inas- 
much as  it  was  made  by  Bacon  himself.  His 
poetical  principles  preceded  and  foreshadowed  his 
interpretation  of  the  myths. 


L  Th£  Baconiax  Pobtics. 

The  purpose  of  the  Baconian  philosophy  is  to 
direct  the  theoretical  to  the  practical  mind.  The 
common  lum  of  both  should  be  such  a  cultivation 
of  man,  as  will  generally  be  useful  in  increasing 
his  dominion  and  promoting  his  happiness.  The 
praotical  mind,  by  means  of  inyention,  should 
romoilvl  the  world ;  the  theoretic,  conformably  to 
t>X|Hnionco,  should  copy  it,*  What  can  this 
Oi>pying  of  the  world  be  but  a  description  and 

•   h\  th«  tvr(|riu«I  \\»ft  it  Ml  MHiOieeis  between  **iimbad«i'* 
%n\\  '  MMiUtlwO  whkli  YMiabM  ia  tnuuktum.^  J  O. 
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inter{Hretatioii  ?  The  description  of  the  world  is 
the  history  of  nature  and  humanitj.  The  inter- 
pretation of  the  world  is  science^  by  which  the 
information  given  by  history  is  duly  apprehended. 
History  belongs  to  the  memory,  which  collects 
and  preserves  our  experiences ;  science  to  reason, 
which  reflects  on  these  experiences,  and  reduces 
them  to  general  laws.  But,  besides  memory  and 
reason,  the  theoretic  mind  has  another  faculty, — 
imagination*  Hence  there  is  a  possibility  of  a 
copy  of  the  world  made  by  the  imagination,  less 
accurate  in  detail  than  the  copy  in  the  memory ; 
less  regulated  by  law  than  the  copy  in  the  reason ; 
and  distinguished  from  them  both  by  the  circum- 
stance that  it  is  not  found,  but  invented.  Percep- 
tion and  reason  should  be  faithful  mirrors,  which 
reflect  things  unaltered.  Imagination,  on  the 
other  hand,  is  a  magic  glass  that  alters  while  it 
reflects.  The  imaginary  copy  of  the  world  which 
it  invents  is  poetry^  which,  in  the  realm  of  the 
theoretic  mind,  holds  the  middle  province  between 
history  and  science. 

In  its  operation  poetry  is  akin  to  the  practical 
mind,  for  it  is  inventive;  but  its  end  is  only 
theoretical,  as  it  consists  in  a  mere  representation 
of  the  world.  In  the  mode  of  representation 
poetry  differs  from  both  science  and  history ;  for 
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these  must  represent  the  world  as  it  is,  whereas 
poetry  may  represent  it  such  as  the  human  heart 
would  desire  it  to  be ;  these  bring  the  human  mind 
to  the  level  of  external  things;  poetry  brings 
the  things  to  the  level  of  the  mind.      "  Therefore 
poetry  was  ever  thought  to  have  some  participa- 
tion of  divineness,  because  it  doth  raise  and  erect 
the  mind,  by  submitting  the  shows  of  things  to 
the   desires  of    the   mind,  whereas  reason  doth 
buckle  and  bow  the  mind  unto  the  nature  of 
things."*        What    then    is    poetry    from    the 
Baconian  point  of  view  ?     A  copy  of  the  world, 
not  only  iw,  but  after  our  own  mind ;  a  copy  of 
the  world,  exhibited  among  the  idols  of  the  ima-> 
gination.     Here,  then,  we  have  poetry  as  a  mere 
mirror  of  the  world,  not  as  a  mirror  of  the  human 
soul ;  as  a  mere  copy  of  history,  not  as  a  copy  of 
our  own  hearts.     In  other  words,  lyrical  poetry 
is  not  recognised  by  Bacon.     This  follows  as  a 
necessary  consequence  from  his  point  of  view; 
according  to  which,  the  theoretic  mind  in  general 
merely   copies   the  world,   while  the   particular 
copy  that  exists  in  poetry  is  of   the  imaginary 
sort     Bacon  himself  says :  "  We  exclude  satires, 
elegies,  epigrams,  odes,  and  the  like,  from  our  dis- 
course, and  class  them  with  philosophy  and  the 

♦   ••Advancement  of  Learning/'  Book  II.    Compare  ••De 
Augment,"  IL 13,  where  •«  history"  is  added  to  "  reason."— J.  O. 
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arts  of  oratory."*  Here,  then,  is  the  peculiar 
limit  of  the  Baconian  theory  of  poetry ;  it  denies 
lyrical  poetry,  and  is^  indeed,  unable  to  explain  it. 
Thus  it  not  only  overlooks  a  whole  mass  of  poetry 
that  certainly  exists,  by  whatever  name  it  may 
be  called,  but  what  is  more,  it  overlooks  the  in- 
exhaustible source  of  all  poetry  whatever, — all 
that  renders  the  human  imagination  inventive, 
and  gives  it  a  poetical  turn.  Lyrical  poetry  is 
the  expression  of  that  which  inspires  the  imagina- 
tion, and  thus  makes  it  capable  and  desirous  of 
poetry, — the  expression  of  that  which  is  the  con« 
dition  precedent,  and  the  stimulus  of  poetical  and 
artistic  activity  in  general.  There  is  no  artistic 
creation  without  imagination ;  there  is  no  creative 
imagination  without  ^  deep  internal  emotion,  and 
what  the  heart  f  suffers  from  this  emotion  is 
revealed  by  lyrical  poetry.  He  who  so  explains 
poetry  as  to  exclude  the  lyrical  kind,  conceives 
poetry  and  art  in  general  without  creative  imagi- 
nation or  internal  emotion  (^Gemuihsbeweffunff), 
and  therefore  naturally  retains  the  mere  prose  of 
both.  This  will  appear  plainly  enough  in  the 
case  of  Bacon,  whose  views  of  poetry  are  far 


^  "  Satiras  et  Elegias  et  EpigrammaU  et  Odas  et  bajnsmodi 
ab  inaUtato  acrmoDe  remoTemos,  atque  ad  philosophiam  et  artes 
orationia  rejicimua.'* — De  AugwtenL  IL  13. 

t  The  original  word  ia  the  untranslatable  <*  Gemiith."— J.  (X 
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more  prosaio  than  he  is  himself.  He  begins  hj 
classing  the  essentially  ultra-poetical  under  rhe- 
toric, — that  is  to  say,  prose ;  and  he  winds  up  by 
ranking  the  essentially  prosaic,  that  is  to  say, 
allegorical  poetry,  as  the  highest  order  of  the 
poetical.  His  view  of  poetry  is  the  exact  con- 
verse of  the  truth.  Where  it  derives  everything 
from  its  primary  and  natural  source,  he  does  not 
recognise  it  at  all ;  where  it  is  jiist  on  the  point 
of  turning  into  prose,  but  has  not  quite  thrown 
aside  the  veil,  it  appears  to  him  at  the  very 
summit  of  its  power  and  dignity.  But  what  is 
left  in  poetry  if  the  lyrical  kind  is  excluded? 
Nothing  but  a  copy  of  history,  in  which  events 
are  exhibited  in  the  narrative  form,  as  belonging 
to  the  past ;  in  the  dramatic  form,  as  actions  of 
the  present  time;  in  the  allegoric  form,  as  if 
pregnant  with  significance.  The  poetical  copy  of 
history  is  either  narrative,  dramatic,  or  parabolic. 
Of  epic  poetry.  Bacon  says,  it  is  a  ^'  mere  imita- 
tion of  history,"  of  dramatic  (or  representative*), 
that  it  is  ^^a  visible  history, — an  imitation  of 
actions  as  if  they  were  present ;  the  parabolic  is 
*'  a  history  with  a  type,  presenting  the  intelligible 
to  the  senses." 

•  "Dramatic"  is  the  word  used  in  ••De  Aug.;"  "Repre- 
sentatiye"  the  word  in  the  **  AdTancement"  Compare  />• 
ili^.  ILia^J.  O. 
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Epic  poetry  borders  on  history,  parabolic 
poetry  on  science.  The  former  exhibits  history, 
and  presupposes  tradition;  the  latter  interprets 
history,  and  seeks  explanation.  Since  the  whole 
pnrpose  of  Bacon  is  to  convert  history  (or  the 
description  of  the  world)  into  sdence  (or  the 
interpretation  of  the  world),  it  may  easily  be 
understood  why,  among  all  the  kinds  of  poetry, 
that  is  most  attractive  to  him  which  stands 
nearest  to  science.  The  parabolic  kind  is,  with 
him,  the  most  important ;  "  it  stands  pre-eminent 
above  the  rest"  It  rivets  the  imagination  by  its 
images,  and  the  significance  of  these  incites  the 
understanding.  Thus  it  forms,  as  it  were,  the 
introduction,  the  preparatory  school,  the  first, 
ohild->like,fiuiciful  expression  of  science, — and  its 
didactic  value  is,  in  Bacon^s  eyes,  its  poetical  value 
also.  It  is  not  for  the  sake  of  art,  but  for  the 
sake  of  science,  that  the  importance  of  allegorical 
poetry  is  thus  magnified.  This  kind  of  poetry 
appears  more  poetical  than  the  rest,  inasmuch  as 
it  is  more  useful  and  more  serviceable  to  science. 
It  converts  history  into  an  allegory  or  type,  either 
to  veil  mjrsteries,  or  to  give  a  sensible  form  to 
truths.  In  the  former  case  it  is  mystical,  in  the 
latter  didactic  Mystical  symbolism  is  subser- 
vient to  religion,  didactic  to  science.  The  sacred 
mysteries  of  religion  are  veiled  by  symbols  from 
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the  eyes  of  the  multitude^  while  the  truths  of 
nature  are>  by  the  Tery  same  means,  rendered 
comprehensible  and  accessible  to  alL  Menenius 
Agrippa,  by  his  fable,  convinced  the  Roman 
people  of  the  justice  of  political  distinctions,  and 
in  a  similar  spirit  science  approached  mankind 
in  the  earliest  ages :  '^  For  when  the  devices  and 
conclusions  of  human  reason  (even  those  that  are 
now  trite  and  common)  were  new  and  unfamiliar, 
their  subtilty  surpassed  the  capacity  of  the  hu- 
man mind,  unless  they  were  brought  nearer  to 
the  senses  by  images  and  examples  of  this  kind. 
Hence,  in  the  early  ages,  fables  of  all  sorts,  pan^ 
bles,  enigmas,  and  similes  everywhere  abounded. 
Hence  the  symbols  of  Pythagoras,  the  enigmas 
of  the  Sphinx,  the  fables  of  JEsop,  and  the  like. 
Even  the  apophthegms  of  the  ancient  wise  were 
often  expressed  in  the  form  of  similitudes.  As 
hieroglyphics  were  more  ancient  than  letters,  so 
were  parables  more  ancient  than  arguments. 
Even  to  the  present  day,  their  force  is  (as  it 
always  was)  pre-eminent,  since  no  argument  can 
be  so  perspicuous,  nor  can  any  example,  however 
true,  be  equally  apt"* 

*  **  Com  enim  rationis  hainan«  inrenta  et  concliuiones  (etiam 
MB  qniB  nmie  trite  et  Tulgata  sant)  tunc  temporis  noT»  et 
insuetc  essent,  tiz  illam  subtilitatem  capiebant  ingenia  hmnaaa, 
siSfli  propina  eiD  ad  Bensiim  per  hujiumodi  aimulachra  et  exempla. 


INTEBPBETATION  OF  ANCIENT  MYTHS.    189 

This  is  the  point  of  view  from  which  Bacon 
understands  the  fables  of  antiquity.  These  stories 
of  gods  and  wonders  are  copies  of  the  world  (of  ' 
nature^  and  of  man),  executed  by  the  imagination. 
But  they  are  not  natural  copies.  What,  then^  can 
they  be  but  copies  with  a  special  signification? 
They  are  neither  epic  nor  dramatic ;  what,  then, 
can  they  be  but  parabolic?   They  are  not  so  much 
copies  as  symbols  *  of  the  world,  which  were  re- 
quired by  the  earliest  philosophy  to  give  its  truths 
a  sensible  form.     It  is  to  the  interest  of  science 
to  expliun  the  sense,  which  these  fables  express 
by  images  —  as  it  were,  by  hieroglyphics.     This 
interpretation  of  myths,  which  can  only  be  al- 
legorical, is  reckoned  by  Bacon  among  the  sci- 
entific problems  yet  to  be  solved ;  and  he  himself 
attempts  a  solution  by  way  of  example.     *^  Inas- 
much as  the  attempts  that  have  been  made  to  the 
present  time  to  interpret  these  parables  (made  as 
they  have  been  by  men  unskilled,  and  without 

dedncerentiir.  Quare  omnia  apnd  illos  fabulamm  omnigenaram 
et  parabolamm  et  snigmatum  et  similitndinum  plena  fueraot. 
Hinc  tessera  I^rthagone,  lenigmata  Sphingis,  JEmh^i  fabnUe,  et 
Btmilia.    Qnioetiam  apophtbegmata  yeteram  Sapientom  fere  per 

stmilitudincs  rem  demonstrabant Deniqae  ut  hieroglj- 

phica  lilcrisy  ita  parabolA  argumentis  erant  antiqoiores.    Atque 
hodie  etiam,  et  semper,  eximins  est  et  fnit  panbolamm  Tigor ; 
com  nee  argomenta  tarn  perspicna  nee  vera  exempla  tarn  apta 
esse  possint^-^De  Aug,  IL  13. 
•  «  Weniger  AbbUder  aU  SinnbUder.''^  J.  O. 
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more  than  coinmon*place  learningy)  are  by  no 
means  satisfactory  to  us,  it  appears  that  a  philo- 
sophy, according  to  the  ancient  parables,  is  to  be 
classed  among  desiderata^  Of  such  a  work  we 
will  add  an  example  or  two ;  not,  perhaps,  because 
the  matter  is  of  great  moment,  but  that  we  may 
adhere  consistently  to  the  principle  we  have  laid 
down,  which  is  to  this  effect,  that  whenever  we 
class  any  work  among  the  desiderata  (and  our 
meaning  might  otherwise  be  somewhat  obscure), 
we  shall  invariably  give  precepts  or  proper  ex- 
amples for  preparing  the  work  desired,  lest  any 
one  may  think  that  we  have  merely  taken  a  super- 
ficial glance  at  such  objects,  and  that,  like  augurs, 
we  have  measured  regions  in  our  mind,  without 
learning  by  what  road  to  enter  them.  That  any 
thing  else  is  wanting,  with  respect  to  poetry,  we 
do  not  find."  • 

*  **  Cam  vero  qoJB  circa  harum  parabolanun  interpretationem 
adhuc  tentata  shit,  per  homines  scilicet  imperitos  nee  ultra  locos 
commnnes  doctos^  nobis  nnllo  modo  sattsfactant ;  Philosophiam 
secandum  Parabolas  Antiquas  inter  Desiderata  referre  Tisam  est. 
Ejas  autem  opens  exemplum  arum  aut  altcrum  sabjangemus. 
Non  qaod  res  sit  fortaue  tanti,  sed  nt  institatam  nostmm  serve - 
mus.  Id  bnjusmodi  est,  at  de  operibas  illis  qn»  inter  Desiderata 
poniraus  (si  quid  sit  panio  obecurius)  perpetno  aat  pnecepta  ad 
opas  Ulud  instroendum,  aut  ezempla  proponamas ;  ne  qois  forte 
ezistimet  levem  aliqaam  tantum  notionem  de  illit  mentem  nos- 
tram  perstrinxisse,  nosque  regiones  sicnt  aagures  animo  tantam 
metiri,  neque  eas  ingrediendi  vias  noese.  Aliam  aiiquam  partem 
in  Fo^  desiderari  non  inTenimus." — JH  Avjf,  U  13. 
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Thus,  the  poetics  of  Bacon  lead  directly  to  his 
work  ''  On  the  Wisdom  of  the  Ancients."  Herci 
by  a  series  of  examples,  the  solution  of  the  pro- 
blem is  prefigured.  Towards  this  solution.  Bacon's 
poetics  furnish  not  only  precepts,  but  also  illus- 
trative cases,  that  are  also  to  be  found  in  the 
treatise  ''  On  the  Wisdom  of  the  Ancients."  The 
myths  of  Pan,  Perseus,  and  Dionysus  here  serve 
him  as  so  many  prerogative  instances.  In  the 
first,  we  have  a  specimen  of  a  Cosmic  or  physical 
truth ;  in  the  second,  of  a  political  truth;  in  the 
third,  of  a  moral  truth, — all  expressed  in  symbols. 

IL  The  Baconian  Intebfretation  of  the  Ancient 

Myths. 

TBB  WABLK  OV  XS08. 

What  Bacon  terms  *'  philosophy  according  to  the 
ancient  parables,"  signifies  the  resolution  of  myths 
into  philosophemes,  of  poetry  into*' wisdom,"  of 
sensible  images  into  pure  thought.  An  attempt  of 
the  sort  was  made  by  Bacon  in  a  very  remarkable 
treatise,  which  forms,  as  it  were,  the  transition 
from  his  Democritic  views  to  that  interpretation 
of  myths,  by  which  he  connects  an  antique  fiction 
with  his  own  physiological  principles.  If  his  theory 
of  poetry  allowed  of  no  interpretation  of  myths  but 
the  allegorical,  nothing  could  be  more  opportune  to 
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his  purpose  tban  the  eimultaneous  diecoveiy  of  the 
same  myth  in  the  mouths  both  of  ancient  poets  and 
philosophers,  —  the  discovery  that  both  employed 
the  same  symbol  for  a  like  end.  Now  there  was 
no  myth  that  more  riveted  his  attention  than  that 
which  was  connected  with  natural  philosophy,  and 
was  based  on  cosmi^onic  theories ;  and  among  all 
cosmogonic  theories  there  was  none  that  to  him 
appeared  more  correct  than  the  atomic  doctrine 
of  Democritus,  —  that  system  of  physiology  that 
liud  eternal  matter,  with  its  operative  and  forming 
forces,  at  the  foundation  of  all  natural  pheno- 
mena. Confonnnbly  to  this  theory.  Bacon  endea- 
voured to  solve  the  symbol,  in  which  poets  and 
philosophers  had  explained  and  embodied  theorigin 
of  the  world.  This  is  the  fable  of  Eros,  not  the 
son  of  Aphrodite,  but  the  oldest  of  the  gods,  the 
fashioner  of  the  world,  of  whom  some  say  that  he 
was  without  origin  or  parent  (sir«  parente,  sine 
causa),  others  that  he  was  the  offspring  of  Night 
and  Chaos.  This  Eros,  with  his  attributes,  is  to 
Bacon  the  symbol  of  that  original  matter,  with  its 
forces,  which  to  him  was  the  truest  of  all  ancient 
hypotheses.  This  theme  is  the  subject  of  Bacon's 
treatise  "  On  the  Prindples  and  Origins  of  Things, 
according  to  the  fablee  of  Cupid  and  Heaven ;  or 
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Cttpid.''  *  To  this  interpretation  Bacon  seems  to 
have  attached  the  greatest  valae.  He  repeats  it 
as  often  as  he  can.  In  his  treatise  on  the  *'  Wis- 
dom of  the  Ancients,**  it  returns  again^  nnder  the 
heads,  ''Ccelum,  or  beginnings/'  and  ''Cupid,  or 
an  Btom/* 

Throughout  all  the  thirty-one  instances  with 
which  Bacon  makes  his  ezpeximents  in  the  ''Wis- 
dom of  the  Ancients/'  we  are  less  interested  in 
the  interpretation  itself  than  in  the  interpreter's 
point  of  view ;  and  in  the  latter  only  because,  on 
the  one  hand,  it  shows  the  relation  of  the  Baconian 
philosophy  to  antiquity,  and,  on  the  other,  it  ex- 
hibits to  us  a  very  striking  peculiarity  of  the 
Baconian  mind.  Bacon  presupposes  that  the 
myths  are  parables,  without  in  the  least  troubling 
himself  about  their  history,  without  investigating 
their  origin,  or  their  popular  and  religious  ele- 
ments, without  distinguishing  their  earlier  from 
their  later  forms,  their  epic  from  their  allegorical 
side.  Parables  are  equations,  of  which  one  mem- 
ber is  given,  and  the  other  is  to  be  discovered. 
What  is  given  is  the  image,  what  is  to  be  dis- 
covered is  the  sense.  Bacon  would  convert 
myths,  which  he  regards  as  parables,  into  similes ; 

*  **  De  principiis  atqae  originibns  secimdain  fabnlas  Capidinia 
€t  Ccdi  HTe  Faurmenidii  et  Telesii,  el  pnocipne  Democriti  philo- 
•ophu,  tncUU  in  fiibula  de  Cupidine." 
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and  therefore  he  writes  at  the  head  of  each  solution 
the  equation  *  which  is  its  subject.  The  legends 
which  follow  each  other  without  critical  order  are 
to  him  so  many  riddles,  which  he  solves  with  inven- 
tive tact,  but  for  the  most  part  in  the  most  arbitrary 
manner.  As  the  fictions  of  antiquity  are  only 
equal  to  themselves,  and  do  not  require  a  second 
member,  the  discovery  of  the  latter  is  the  mere  sport 
of  Bacon's  unfettered  imagination.  His  treatment 
of  myths  is  like  ^sop's  treatment  of  animals ;  he 
puts  into  them  the  truth  that  he  means  them  to 
signify,  so  that  he  alone  is,  in  this  case,  the  alle- 
gorical poet.  He  is  no  more  an  interpreter  of  the 
myths  than  ^sop  is  a  zoologist. 

Nevertheless,  the  manner  in  which  Bacon  plays 
with  the  myths,  while  he  seriausfy  purposes  to 
explain  them,  is>  in  many  respects,  highly  charac- 
teristic We  see  here  as  plainly  as  possible  how 
inappropriate  the  Baconian  mode  of  thought  be- 
comes when  applied  to  the  poetry  of  antiquity, 
or,  indeed,  to  history  in  general;  we  see  how 
small  is  its  ability  to  apprehend  the  peculiar  and 
original  elements  in  historical  processes,  wUle  it 
endeavours,  with  so  much  zeal  and  circumspection, 
to  explain  natural  processes  in  accordance  with 
their  own   objective   properties,  apart  from   all 

•  Dr.  FUcher  sapposes  the  sign  of  eqnalit j  sabsdtated  for  the 
-  or"  of  BMon's  tides,  thus  :~*«Protea8  «  matter. "--J.O. 
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human  analogies.     Moreover,  Bacon's  inclination 
and  talent  for  the  discovery  of  analogies  nowhere 
appears  more  unfettered  and  arbitrary  than  here, 
where  he  is  without  that  serviceable  polar-star  on 
which  his  spirit  of  combination  could  rely  in  the 
region  of  nature.   His  interpretation  of  the  myths, 
on  which  he  wastes  so  much  profundity,  with  as 
much  recklessness,  is  a  striking  example  of  those 
fallacious  analogies,  against  which  he  himself  has 
warned  us  in  his  '*  Organum."     One  example  will 
serve  us  in  the  place  of  many.     He  regards  the 
god  Pan  as  the  symbol  of  nature,  who  is  made  to 
embody  herself  in  this  image,  just  as  she  appears 
to  him.     With  this  intention  must  antiquity,  as 
he  tlunks,  have  devised  the  myth  of  this  deity. 
Pan  represents  the  aggregate  of  earthly  things, 
which  are  doomed  to  be  transient,  and  to  which 
a  definite  period  of  duration  is  assigned  by  nature; 
and  therefore  the  Parcie  are  his  sisters.      The 
horns  of  Pan  are  pointed  upwards ;  and,  in  the 
same  manner,  nature  ascends  from  individuals  to 
species,  and  from  species  to  genera,  after  the 
fashion  of  a  pyramid.     The  horns,  in  which  the 
pyramidal  form  is  retained,  reach  to  the  sky;  thus 
the  highest  generic  ideas  lead  from  physics  to 
metaphysics,  and  speculative  theology.    The  body 
of  Pan  is  covered  with  hair,  symbolising  the  rays 
of  light  that  emanate  from  shining  bodies,  and  is, 

o  2 
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moreover^  composed  of  the  human  and  the  brute 
forms,  to  correspond  to  that  transition  from  a  lower 
to  a  higher  grade, — to  that  combiuation  that  every- 
where appears  in  nature.  The  goat's  feet  of  Pan 
denote  the  upward  tendency  of  terrestrial  bodies ; 
the  pipe  symbolises  the  harmony  of  the  world ; 
the  seyen  reeds  signify  the  seven  planets;  the 
crooked  staff  represents  the  *^  circular  "  operations 
of  Providence ;  lastly.  Echo,  who  is  married  to 
Pan,  is  a  symbol  of  science,  which  should  be  the 
echo  and  copy  of  the  world. 

In  this  spirit  does  Bacon  interpret  the  myths 
of  antiquity.  His  explanations  are  travesties,  in 
which  the  comic  intention  is  wanting,  and  are 
therefore  all  the  more  glaring  parodies  of  serious 
interpretation.  Considered  with  respect  to  the 
myths,  they  are  so  utterly  worthless,  that  no  one 
could  desire  a  serious  refutation  of  them ;  but  so 
far  as  they  throw  a  light  on  Bacon  himself,  they 
are  important.  It  is  their  importance  in  this  latter 
respect  that  we  alone  have  to  demonstrate.  We 
have  to  show  our  readers  how,  by  tkepath  of  his  awn 
philosophy,  Bacon  arrived  at  his  peculiar  interpre- 
tation of  the  ancient  myths ;  for  this  was  by  no 
means,  as  many  suppose,  and,  indeed,  as  every 
one  must  think  at  the  first  glance,  —  a  mere  idle 
pastime* 

There  are,  of  course,  here  and  there,  a  few 
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instances  of  happy  and  judicious  interpretation. 
Some  myths  are  imprinted  with  characters  proper 
to  the  human  species,  and  therefore  rivet  our 
attention  as  typ2S  of  mankind,  as  if  they  were 
mirrors  of  our  own  dispositions.  Thus  Prome- 
theus has  become  the  involuntary  type  of  a  mind 
that  strives  upwards,  confident  and  rejoicing  in  its 
own  independent  strength ;  and  in  this  type  have 
Baoon  and  Gothe  seen  themselves  prefigured. 
Bacon  sees  in  the  mythical  Titans  the  inventive 
mind  of  man,  that  makes  nature  subservient  to  its 
own  ends,  establishes  the  dominion  of  man  over 
the  world,  and  exalts  human  power  to  an  un- 
limited degree,  by  setting  it  up  against  the  gods. 

As  Bacon  sees  in  Prometheus  the  type  of  the 
aspiring  mind,  rendered  powerful  by  invention, 
so  does  Nardssus  appear  to  him  the  type  of 
human  self-love.  He  makes  use  of  the  fiction, 
that  by  means  of  its  several  features  he  may 
describe  this  quality;  and  we  must  admit  that, 
much  as  Bacon  distorts  the  poet's  details,  and 
little  as  his  interpretation  accords  with  the  cha* 
racter  of  the  mythus,  it  proves  that  he  himself 
had  a  subtle  knowledge  of  human  nature.  He 
has  missed  the  poet*s  meaning,  but  he  has  so 
happily  characterised  self-love  that  we  cite  his 
description  in  his  own  words:  — 

^  They  say  that  Nardssus  was  exceeding  fair 

o  3 
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and  beautiful,  but  wonderful  proud  and  disdain- 
ful ;  wherefore,  deBpising  all  others  in  respect  of 
himself,  he  leads  a  solitary  life  in  the  woods  and 
chases  with  a  few  followers,  to  whom  he  alone 
was  all  in  all ;  amongst  the  rest  there  follows  him 
the  nymph  Echo.     During  his  course  of  life  it 
fatally  so  chanced  that  be  came  to  a  clear  foun- 
tain, upon   the  brink  whereof  he  lay  down  to 
repose  himself  in  the  heat  of  the  day ;  and  having 
espied  the  shadow  of  his  own  face  in  the  water^ 
was  so  besotted  and  ravished  with  the  contem- 
plation and   admiration   thereof,  that  he  by  no 
means  possibly  could  be  drawn  from  beholding 
his  image  in  this  glass;  insomuch  that  by  con- 
tinual gazing  thereupon  he  pined  away  to  nothing, 
and  was  at  last  turned  into  a  flower  of  his  own 
name,  which   appears  in  the   beginning  of  the 
spring,   and  is   sacred   to   the   infernal   powers, 
Pluto,  Proserpine,  and  the  Furies.     This  fable 
seems  to  show  the  dispositions  and  fortunes  of 
those  who,  in  respect  of  their  beauty  or  other 
gifk  wherewith  they  are  adorned  and  graced  by 
nature  without  the  help  of  industry,  are  so  far 
besotted  in  themselves  as  that  they  prove  the 
cause  of  their  own  destruction.      For  it  is  the 
property  of  men  infected  with  this  humour  not 
to  come  much  abroad  or  to  be  conversant  in  civU 
affkirs;  specially  seeing  those  that  are  in  public 
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places  must  of  necessity  encounter  with  manj 
Contempts  and  scorns  wbich  may  much  deject 
and  trouble  their  minds ;  and  therefore  they  lead 
for  the  most  part  a  solitary,  private,  and  obscure 
life,  attended  on  with  a  few  followers,  and  those 
such  as  will  adore  and  admire  them,  like  an  echo, 
flatter  them  in  all  their   sayings,  and  applaud 
them  in  all  their  words ;  so  that,  being  by  this 
custom  seduced  and  puffed  up,  and,  as  it  were, 
stupified  with  the  admiration  of  themselves,  they 
are  possessed  with  so  strange  a  sloth  and  idleness 
that    they  grow  in  a  manner    benumbed    and 
defective  of  all  vigour  and  alacrity*     Elegantly 
doth  this  flower,  appearing  in  the  beginning  of 
the  spring,  represent  the  likeness  of  these  men's 
dispositions,  who  in  their  youth  do  flourish  and 
wax   famous;   but,  being  come   to  ripeness  of 
years,  they  deceive  and  frustrate  the  good  hope 
that  is  conceived  of  them.     Neither  is  it  imper- 
tinent that  this  flower  is  said  to  be  consecrated  to 
the  infernal  deities,  because  men  of  this  disposition 
become  unprofitable  to  all  human  things.     For 
whatever  produceth  no  fruit  of  itself,  but  passeth 
and  vanisheth  as  if  it  had  never  been,  like  the 
way  of  a  ship  in  the  sea,  that  the  ancients  were 
wont   to   dedicate   to    the    ghosts   and    powers 
bdow.*** 

•  «  WUdom  of  the  AncienU.     KarciMM  or  Self-lore.- 
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It  maj  be  seen  from  this  example,  which  we 
have  purposely  selected,  how  recklessly  Bacon 
proceeds  with  the  different  features  of  the  fable* 
His  Narcissus  is  a  different  person  from  the 
Narcissus  of  Ovid,  and  the  chief  poetical  trait  of 
the  whole  story  is  predsely  the  one  that  Bacon 
has  most  perverted.  In  the  myth  Narcissus  de- 
spises Echo,  who  pursues  him ;  in  Bacon's  inters 
pretation  he  seeks  Echo,  as  the  only  person 
whose  society  he  can  endure.  Of  the  devoted 
nymph  Bacon  makes  a  parasite,  and  of  Narcissus 
a  generally  human  type,  which  he  delineates  with 
masterly  success. 

IIL    Greek  aitd  BoHA^^  AKxiQurrT. 

B40O1T  AKD  SHAKSPBARB. 

For  the  historical  and  religious  foundation  of 
mythology  Bacon  has  neither  sense  nor  standard. 
He  takes  the  myths  as  airy  creations  of  an 
arbitrary  imagination,  as  poetical  vehicles  for 
instruction,  which  he  explains  and  modifies  after 
the  form  of  his  own  mind.  But  mythology 
remains  the  foundation  of  antiquity ;  and  as  Bacon 
is  not  aware  of  this  fact  he  is  equally  unable  to 
judge  and  understand  the  particular  world  that 
rests  upon  that  foundation.  He  judges  of  anti- 
quity as  a  critical  spectator  with  an  uncongenial 
mind.     He  was  without  sense  for  the  historical 
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peculiarity  of  antiquity^  he  was  wanting  in  that 
sympathetic  appreciation  of  the  antique,  which 
here,  if  anywhere^is  requisite  for  a  thorough  know- 
ledge. Throughout  the  whole  of  that  *^  enlighten- 
ment" {Aufklarutig*)  which  owes  its  origin  to 
Bacon,  this  deficiency  continues.  In  the  German 
*'  enlightenment"  there  was  the  same  deficiency, 
but  it  was  supplied  by  Winckelmann  and  his  suc- 
cessors. On  the  English  and  French  side,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  yoid  has  never  been  filled  up, 
and  it  seems  as  if  the  ruling  mind  of  these  nations 
lacks  the  foundation  which  is  necessary  for  such 
a  purpose,  and  cannot  be  acquired,  much  less 
compensated  by  any  empirical  knowledge.  This 
foundation  rests  upon  an  affinity  to  the  antique 
which  distinguishes  the  German  from  the  other 
intellectual  nations  of  the  modem  world,  and 
perhaps  serves  as  a  compensation  for  so  many 
defects.  We  are  here  speaking  of  Greek  an- 
tiquity, which  Bacon  could  not  distinguish  from 
the  Boman.     Nevertheless  the  distinction  is  so 

*  Although  the  word  **  Aufklirang"  really  meaiu  the  same  as 
the  English  **  enlightenment,"  it  is  used  by  all  German  anthors  in 
a  manner  that  appears  harsh  in  translation.  It  generally  signifies 
a  triumph  of  the  intellect  over  prejudice  and  superstition,  and  is 
sometimes  almost  identical  with  the  English  **  free-thinking." 
The  ISth  oentnry  (before  the  French  revolution)  is  especially  the 
age  of  "  Auf  kUunng,"  and  hence,  when  used  by  certain  critics, 
the  word  conveys  censure  rather  than  praise.  Here  it  signifies 
the  series  of  **  enlightened  "  persons. — J.  O. 
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great  that  the  two  kinds  of  antiquity  should 
scarcely  be  called  by  a  common  name.  Classical 
antiquity^  then,  in  a  specific  sense,  is  the  Greek 
upon  a  Homeric  basis.  Bacon,  on  the  other  hand, 
consistently  with  the  spirit  of  his  nation  and  his 
age,  only  saw  Greek  antiquity  through  the 
medium  of  the  Roman.  In  his  own  manner  of 
thought  and  feeling  there  was  something  kindred 
to  the  Roman  mind,  something  that  held  the  same 
relation  to  the  Greek  mind  that  prose  does  to 
poetry.  As  the  mythological  fictions  of  the 
Greeks  appeared  to  the  Roman  intellect,  so,  or 
nearly  so,  did  they  appear  to  that  of  Bacon.  The 
Roman  explained  the  ancient  fictions  in  that 
allegorical  manner  that  came  into  vogue  among 
the  later  philosophers  after  Aristotle,  especially 
the  Stoics,  and  was  first  established  by  Chry- 
sippus.  These  later  philosophers  were  already 
in  a  state  of  transition  from  the  Greek  to  the 
Roman  world.  Notwithstanding  the  endeavours 
of  Bacon,  in  his  preface  to  the  "  Wisdom  of  the 
Ancients,"  to  repudiate  the  Stoics,  more  especially 
Chrysippus,  be  has  no  right  whatever  to  regard 
their  mode  of  interpreting  myths  as  more  vain 
and  arbitrary  than  his  own.  The  whole  age  in 
which  he  lived  only  knew  the  Greek  antiquity 
in  the  spirit  of  the  Roman,  with  which  the  national 
mind  of  the  English  in  general  (as  a  consequence 
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of  their  position  in  the  world)^  and  the  Baconian 
thought  in  particular^  both  sympathised.  The 
affinity  between  the  Roman  and  Baconian  mind 
consists  in  the  preponderance  of  that  prac- 
tical sense  which  considers  everything  in  re- 
ference to  man's  utility,  and  the  chief  and 
ultimate  object  of  which  is  the  extension  of 
human  dominion.  This  parallel  may  be  pur- 
sued through  several  points.  The  Romans  aim 
at  dominion  over  nations^  Bacon  at  dominion  over 
nature.  Both  employ  invention  as  the  means  to 
this  end.  With  the  Romans  invention  is  military, 
with  Bacon  it  is  physical;  and  the  victorious  wars 
in  the  one  case  correspond  to  the  victorious 
experiments  in  the  other.  That  their  wars  may 
have  a  secure  foundation*,  the  Romans  devise 
civic  laws,  by  which  internal  relations  are  esta- 
blished and  regulated.  To  obtain  a  firm  basis  for 
his  experiments.  Bacon  seeks  natural  laws,  which 
determine  the  internal  conditions  on  which  the 
success  of  the  experiments  depends.  Both  frame 
their  laws  under  the  guidance  of  experience,  one 
in  the  interest  of  politics,  the  other  in  that  of 
natural  science.  Practical  ends  determine  the 
direction  both  of  the  Roman  and  Baconian  mind, 
and  produce  in  both  a  certain  affinity  of  thought. 

*  LitenOl/,  ^'Hintergrund*  (Wkgioand>-^.  O. 
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In  accordance  with  that  view  of  practical  utility, 
which  was  a  result  of  their  national  and  political 
aimsy  the  Romans  appropriated  to  themselves  the 
whole  world  of  Grecian  gods,  giving  it  a  civic 
position,  and  driving  imagination  out  of  it. 
Thus,  ihe  Roman  mind  was  naturally  inclined  to 
that  allegorical  interpretation  of  myths,  by  which 
a  naive  fiction  is  made  an  affair  of  the  reflective 
understanding,  and  is  thus  converted  from  a  free 
creation  of  the  fancy  into  an  expedient  devised 
for  some  purpose,  didactic  or  otherwise.  An 
allegorical  interpretation  of  poetry  is  not  possible 
at  all,  except  on  the  supposition  of  the  question : 
''What  is  the  intention  of  the  poem?  what 
purpose  does  it  serve?"  To  this  question  we 
have  a  conceivable  answer  in  allegorical  inter- 
pretation, — an  answer  that  is  just  as  prosaic,  and 
as  much  opposed  to  the  spirit  of  poetry,  as  the 
question  itself.  To  the  artist  who  employs 
them,  allegories  are  only  means,  not  ends, — 
never  objects,  but  mere  instruments,  which  he 
only  uses  when  he  cannot  express  his  object 
without  their  aid.  Allegory  in  poetry,  as  in  art 
generally,  is  an  expedient  that  proves  a  defect 
either  in  the  natural  means  of  the  art  itself,  or  in 
those  of  the  artist  Poetry  cannot  be  interpreted 
allegorically,  until  it  is  itself  regarded  as  an  alle- 
gory;  that  is  to  say,  not  as  an  end,  but  as  the 
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means  to  an  end.  This  was  the  Soman  manner 
of  apprehending  the  creations  of  Greek  imaginar 
tion,  and  the  Baconian  manner  agreed  with  it. 

The  same  affinity  for  the  Roman  mind,  and 
the  same  want  of  sympathy  with  the  Greek,  we 
again  find  in  Bacon's  greatest  contemporary, 
whose  imagination  took  as  broad  and  compre- 
hensive a  view  as  Bacon's  intellect.  Indeed, 
how  could  a  Bacon  attain  that  position  with 
respect  to  Greek  poetry  that  was  imattainable 
by  the  mighty  imagination  of  a  Shakspeare? 
For  in  Shakspeare,  at  any  rate,  the  imagination 
of  the  Greek  antiquity  could  be  met  by  a  homo* 
geneous  power  of  the  same  rank  as  itself;  and, 
as  the  old  adage  says, ''  like  comes  to  like."  But 
the  age,  the  spirit  of  the  nation, — in  a  word,  all 
those  forces  of  which  the  genius  of  an  indi- 
yidual  man  is  composed,  and  which,  moreover, 
genius  is  least  able  to  resist, — had  here  placed 
an  obstacle,  impenetrable  both  to  the  poet  and 
the  philosopher.  Shakspeare  was  no  more  able 
to  exhibit  Greek  characters  than  Bacon  to  ex- 
pound Greek  poetry.  Like  Bacon,  Shakspeare 
had  in  his  turn  of  mind  something  that  was 
Roman,  and  not  at  all  akin  to  the  Greek.  He 
could  appropriate  to  himself  a  Coriolanus  and  a 
Brutus,  a  Caesar  and  an  Antony  ;  he  could  suc- 
ceed with  the  Roman  heroes  of  Plutarch,  but  not 
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with  the  Greek  heroes  of  Homer.  The  latter  he 
could  only  parody,  but  his  parody  was  as  infe- 
licitous as  Bacon's  explanation  of  the  "  Wisdom 
of  the  Ancient^''  Those  must  be  dazzled  critics 
indeed  who  can  persuade  themselves  that  the 
heroes  of  the  Iliad  are  excelled  by  the  caricatures 
in  '^  Troilus  and  Cressida."  The  success  of  such 
a  parody  was  poetically  impossible;  indeed,  he 
that  attempts  to  parody  Homer  shows  thereby 
that  he  has  not  understood  him.  For  the  simple 
and  the  naive  do  not  admit  of  a  parody,  and  these 
have  found  in  Homer  their  eternal  and  inimitable 
expression.  Just  as  well  might  caricatures  be  made 
of  the  statues  of  Phidias.  Where  the  creative 
imagination  never  ceases  to  be  simple  and  naive^ 
where  it  never  distorts  itself  by  the  affected  or  the 
unnatural,  there  is  the  consecrated  land  of  poetry, 
in  which  there  is  no  place  for  the  parodist.  On 
the  other  hand,  where  there  is  a  palpable  want  of 
simplicity  and  nature,  parody  is  perfectly  con- 
ceivable, nay,  may  even  be  felt  as  a  poetical 
necessity.  Thus  Euripides,  who,  often  enough, 
was  neither  simple  nor  naify  could  be  parodied, 
and  Aristophanes  has  shown  us  with  what  felicity. 
Even  ^schylus,  who  was  not  always  as  simple  as 
he  was  grand,  does  not  completely  escape  the 
parodising  test  But  Homer  is  safe.  To  parody 
Homer  is  to  mistake  him,  and  to  stand  so  far 


BACON  AND  SHAKSPEABE*  207 

beyond  his  scope  that  the  trath  and  magic  of  his 
poetry  can  no  longer  be  felt;  and  this  is  the 
posidon  of  Shakspeare  and  Bacon.  The  imagina- 
tion of  Homer,  and  all  that  could  be  contem- 
plated and  felt  by  that  imagination,  namely  the 
classical  antiquity  of  the  Greeks,  are  to  them 
utterly  foreign.  We  cannot  understand  Aristotle 
without  Plato ;  nay,  I  maintain  that  we  cannot 
contemplate  with  a  sympathetic  mind  the  Platonic 
world  of  ideas,  if  we  have  not  previously  sympa- 
thised with  the  world  of  the  Homeric  gods.  Be  it 
understood  I  speak  of  the  form  of  the  Platonic 
mind,  not  of  its  logical  matter ;  in  point  of  doc- 
trine^ the  Homeric  faith  was  no  more  that  of 
Plato  than  of  Phidias.  But  these  doctrinal  or 
logical  differences  are  far  less  than  the  formal 
and  98sthetical  affinity.  The  conceptions  of  Plato 
are  of  Homeric  origin. 

This  want  of  ability  to  take  an  historical  survey 
of  the  world  is  to  be  found  alike  in  Bacon  and 
Shakspeare,  together  with  many  excellencies 
likewise  common  to  them  both.  To  the  parallel 
between  them  —  which  Gervinus,  with  his  pecu- 
liar talent  for  combination,  has  drawn  in  the 
concluding  remarks  to  his  ''  Shakspeare,"  and  has 
illustrated  by  a  series  of  appropriate  instances  — 
belongs  the  similar  relation  of  both  to  antiquity, 
their   affinity  to  the  Roman   mind,  and   their 
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diversity  from  the  Greek.  Both  poflaeased  to 
an  eminent  degree  that  faculty  for  a  knowledge  of 
human  nature  that  at  once  presupposes  and  calls 
forth  an  interest  in  practical  life  and  historical 
reality.  To  this  interest  corresponds  the  stage, 
on  which  the  Roman  characters  moved;  and  here 
Bacon  and  Shakspeare  met,  brought  together  by 
a  common  interest  in  these  objects,  and  the 
attempt  to  depict  and  copy  them.  This  point  of 
ai^reement,  more  than  any  other  argument,  ex- 
plains their  affinity.  At  the  same  time  there  is 
no  evidence  that  one  ever  came  into  actual  con- 
tact with  the  other.  Bacon  does  not  even  men- 
tion Shakspeare  when  he  discourses  of  dramatic 
poetry,  but  passes  over  this  department  of  poetry 
with  a  general  and  superficial  remark  that  relates 
less  to  the  subject  itself  than  to  the  stage  and  its 
uses.  As  far  as  his  own  age  is  concerned,  he  sets 
down  the  moral  value  of  the  stage  as  exceedingly 
trifling.  But  the  affinity  of  Bacon  to  Shak- 
speare is  to  be  sought  in  his  moral  and  psycho- 
logical, not  in  his  esthetical  views,  which  are  too 
much  regulated  by  material  interests  and  utili- 
tarian prepossessions  to  be  applicable  to  art  itself, 
considered  with  reference  to  its  own  independent 
value.  However,  even  in  these  there  is  nothing 
to  prevent  Bacon's  manner  of  judging  mankind, 
and  apprehending  characters  from  agreeing  per- 
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fectly  with  that  of  Shakspeare;  so  that  human 
life»  the  subject-matter  of  all  dramatic  artj  ap- 
peared to  him  much  as  it  appeared  to  the  great 
artist  himself,  who,  in  giving  form  to  this  mat- 
ter, excelled  all  others.  Is  not  the  inexhaustible 
theme  of  Shakspeare's  poetry  the  history  and 
course  of  human  passion?  In  the  treatment 
of  this  especial  theme  is  not  Shakspeare  the 
greatest  of  all  poets  —  nay,  is  he  not  unique 
among  them  all?  And  it  is  this  very  theme 
that  is  proposed  by  Bacon  as  the  chief  problem 
of  moral  {diilosophy.  He  blames  Aristotle  for 
treating  of  the  passions  in  his  Rhetoric  rather 
than  his  Ethics ;  for  regarding  the  artificial  means 
of  exciting  them  rather  than  their  natural  history. 
It  is  to  the  natural  history  of  the  human  passions 
that  Bacon  directs  the  attention  of  philosophy. 
He  does  not  find  any  knowledge  of  them  among 
the  sciences  of  his  time.  '*  The  poets  and  writers 
of  histories,"  he  says,  **  are  the  best  doctors  of 
this  knowledge ;  wh^re  we  may  find  painted  forth 
with  great  life  how  passions  are  kindled  and 
incited ;  and  how  pacified  and  refrained ;  and  how 
again  contained  from  act  and  further  degree; 
bow  they  disclose  themselves ;  how  they  work ; 
how  they  vary ;  how  they  gather  and  fortify ;  how 
they  are  inwrapped  one  within  another  j  and  how 
they  do  fight  and  encounter  one  with  another ;  and 
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other  the  like  particularities.*'*  Such  a  lively 
description  is  required  by  Bacon  from  moral 
philosophy.  That  is  to  say,  he  desires  nothing 
less  than  a  natural  history  of  the  passions ;  — the 
rery  thing  that  Shakspeare  has  produced.  Indeed, 
what  poet  could  have  excelled  Shakspeare  in  this 
respect  ?  Who,  to  use  a  Baconian  expression,  could 
have  depicted  man  and  his  passions  more  **ad 
viyum"?  According  to  Bacon,  the  poets  and 
historians  give  us  copies  of  characters;  and  the 
outlines  of  these  images  —  the  simple  strokes  that 
determine  characters — are  the  proper  objects  of 
ethical  science.  Just  as  physical  science  requires 
a  dissection  of  bodies,  that  their  hidden  qualities 
and  parts  may  be  discoyered ;  so  should  ethics  pe- 
netrate the  various  minds  of  men,  in  order  to  find 
out  the  internal  basis  of  them  all.  And  not  only 
this  foundation,  but  likewise  those  external  con- 
ditions which  give  a  stamp  to  human  character 
—  all  those  peculiarities  that  ^'  are  imposed  upon 
the  mind  by  the  sex,  by  the  age,  by  the  region, 
by  health  and  sickness,  by  beauty  and  deformity, 
and  the  like,  which  are  inherent  and  not  external ; 
and,  again,  those  which  are  caused  by  external 
fortune,**! — should   come   within   the   scope   of 

♦  •*  AdYancement  of  Learning,"  ii.    •«  De  Augment  ScienC* 
tU.  3. 

t  "Advancement  of  Learning,"  ii.    For  the  whole  passage 
compare  •'De  Augment.  Scient,"  vil  3. 
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ethical  philosophj.  In  a  word^  Bacon  would  have 
man  studied  in  his  individuality  as  a  product  of 
nature  and  history^  in  every  respect  determined  by 
natural  and  historical  influences^  by  internal  and 
external  conditions.  And  exactly  in  the  same 
spirit  has  Shakspeare  understood  man  and  his 
destany;  regarding  character  as  the  result  of  a 
certain  natural  temperament  and  a  certain  his-* 
torical  position^  and  destiny  as  a  result  of  cha- 
racter. The  great  interest  that  Bacon  took  in 
portraits  of  character,  is  proved  by  the  fact  that 
he  attempted  to  draw  them  himself.  With  a 
few  felicitous  touches  he  sketched  the  characters 
of  Julius  and  Augustus  Caesar,  and  his  view  of 
both  was  similar  to  that  of  Shakspeare.  In  Ju- 
lius Caesar  he  saw  combined  all  that  the  Koman 
genius  had  to  bestow  in  the  shape  of  greatness^ 
nobility,  culture,  and  fascination,  and  regarded 
his  character  as  the  most  formidable  that  the 
Boman  world  could  encounter.  And  giving  what 
always  serves  as  the  proof  of  the  calculation  in  the 
analysis  of  a  character;  Bacon  so  explains  the 
character  of  Ctesar,  as  to  explain  his  fate  also. 
He  saw,  like  Shakspeare,  that  Csosar  was  natu- 
rally inclined  to  a  despotic  feeling,  that  governed 
his  great  qualities  and  also  their  aberrations,  ren- 
dering him  dangerous  to  the  Republic  and  blind 

with  respect   to  his  enemies.     He  wished   says 

p  a 
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Bacon^  '^  not  to  be  eminent  amongst  great  and 
deserving  men,  but  to  be  chief  amongst  inferiors 
and  yassals."*  He  was  so  much  dazzled  by  his 
own  greatness  that  he  no  longer  knew  what 
danger  was.  This  is  the  same  Caesar  into  whose 
mouth  Sbakspeare  puts  the  words  — 

*<  Danger  knows  fall  well 


That  Caesar  is  m<H>6  dangerous  than  he. 
We  were  two  lions  litter'd  in  one  day. 
And  I  the  elder  and  more  terrible." 

JuUu$  Casar,  Act  IL  Sc  2. 

When  Bacon,  at  last,  attributes  the  fate  of 
Caesar  to  his  forgiveness  of  enemies,  that  by 
this  magnanimity  he  might  impose  upon  the 
multitude,  he  still  shows  the  dazzled  man,  who 
heightens  the  expression  of  his  greatness  at  the 
expense  of  his  security. 

It  is  very  characteristic  that  among  human 
passions  Bacon  best  understands  avarice  and  am- 
bition, and  least  understands  love,  whidi  he  ranks 
very  low.  Love  was  as  foreign  to  his  nature  as 
lyrical  poetry ;  but  in  one  single  case  he  perceived 
its  tragic  importance,  and  this  very  case  was 
developed  by  Shakspeare  into  a  tragedy.  "  You 
may  observe,''  says  Bacon,  "that   amongst  all 

•  Compare  Bacon's  "  QvU  Character  of  Julius  Cssar,"  which, 
as  well  as  the  "  Qva  Character  of  Augustna,"  exists  hoth  in 
English  and  Latin. 
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the  great  and  worthy  persons,  there  is  not  one 
that  hath  been  transported  to  the  mad  degree  of 
love,  which  shows  that  great  spirits  and  great 
business  do  keep  out  this  weak  passion.  You 
must  except,  nevertheless,  Marcus  Antonius."* 
He  has  already  said  that  love  is  *^  sometimes  like 
a  siren,  sometimes  like  a  fury,"  and  it  may  be 
truly  observed  with  respect  to  Cleopatra,  as  con- 
ceived by  Shakspeare,  that  she  appears  to  Marc 
Antony  in  both  these  capacities. 

•  Bsttjr  «  On  Lore* 
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CHAP.  vm. 

THX  BAOONIAir  PHILOflOPHT  A8  THB  '' INSTAUSJLTXO  XAOKA" 
or  8CIBKCB. — OBOAjrON  AMD  ENCTCLOPJEDLA. 

Havino  fully  ascertained  the  point  of  view 
which  Bacon  opposes  to  all  preceding  Philosophy, 
and  which  he  establishes  as  his  own,  we  now 
describe  from  the  same  point  the  scientific  horizon 
of  the  Baconian  mind.  His  philosophy  is  a  com- 
pletely new  edifice,  raised  on  foundations  and 
directed  towards  ends  totally  different  from  those 
of  all  theories  that  have  gone  before.  With 
these  he  has  so  little  in  common  that  he  does  not 
even  build  upon  their  ruins.  Bacon  leaves  the 
old  edifices  of  philosophy  standing,  when  he  has 
shown  how  insecure  they  are,  and  how  little 
suited  for  the  habitation  of  man.  On  a  soil 
that  has  hitherto  been  unoccupied,  and  with 
instrumonte  that  have  never  yet  been  used,  he 
will  build  altogether  anew.  The  instrument 
that  ho  employs  is  the  **  Novum  Organum  f 
the  ground-plan,  according  to  which  he  proceeds. 


^*  INSTAUEATIO  MAONA.'*  21  tf 

18  composed  of  the  books  "  De  Dignitate  et  Aug- 
mentis  Scientiarum,"*  which  form,  as  it  were, 
the  new  map  of  the  *^  Globus  Intellectualis ;" 
the  whole  edifice  itself  he  calls  the  '*  Instauratio 
Magna."  This  edifice  is  not  to  be  restored,  but  to 
be  entirely  new.  We  know  already  the  plan  and 
the  instrument ;  we  have  now  only  to  learn  the 
arrangement  in  detail.  The  harmonious  plan 
which  18  visible  through  the  whole,  is  formed  by 
a  mind  directed  to  new  discoveries  and  inventions, 
that  finds  it  cannot  reside  in  any  philosophical 
edifice,  except  a  science  based  upon  experience  of 
the  world,  and  using  no  means  but  experiment ; 
a  mind,  whose  experience  and  science  are  directed 
to  nature  above  everything.  The  "  Instauratio 
Mi^a,**  therefore,  consists  of  four  principal 
parts:  the  ground-plan,  the  Organum,  the  ex- 
perimental history  of  nature  (jHistoria  Naturalis 
et  Experimentalis\  the  objects  of  which  are  the 
phenomena  of  the  universe  {PhcRnomena  Uhtversi)^ 
and  the  science  raised  on  these  foundations.  To 
adhere  to  our  simile,  we  may  call  the  two  last 
portions  the  upper  stories  in  the  pyramid  of  phi- 
losophy, of  which  the  description  of  the  world  is 
the  lowest,  and  science  is  the  highest     These 

*  And  more  briefljr  set  forth  in  the  Ensplish  treatise,  "  On  the 
Adrancement  of  Learning." — J.  O. 
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two  stories  are  connected  by  the  ^'  ladder  of  the 
nnderstandii^y''  which  leads  upwards  from  ezpe* 
rience  to  scienee  {Scala  InteBectus  she  Filum  La^ 
lyrinthf),  and  bj  certain  anticipations^  deduced 
not  from  Idols^  but  from  sound  experience, — 
precursory  theories  {Jhrodrami  sive  Anticipatume$ 
PhUoBophiiB  Secund(s)y  to  which  the  inyestigator 
is  impelled  by  experience,  and  which  have  only 
a  provisional  value,  being  always  subject  to  the 
corrections  of  science.  They  are  distinguished 
from  objectionable  anticipations  by  the  perfect 
consciousness  that  they  are  cmlj  precursory,  not 
conclusiYe.  The  following,  therefore,  are  the 
divisions  of  the  **  Instauratio  Magna :" — 

L  De  Dignitate  et  Augmentis  Scientiarum* 

2.  Novum  Organuuk 

3»  Historia  Naturalis  et  Experimentalis. 

4.  Scala  Intellectus. 

5.  Prodromi  sive  Anticipationes  Philosophiin 

Secundae. 

6.  Scientia  Activa. 

Of  these  divisions,  the  first,  which  forms  the 
ground  plan  of  the  whole,  is  alone  complete ;  the 
rest  are  mere  sketches  or  fragments.  Even  of  the 
**  Novum  Organum,**  the  first  part  alone  is  exe- 
cuted ;  the  second  was  to  comprise  the  aids  to  the 
understanding,  but  of  these  he  has  only  specified 
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one*,  with  which  we  are  already  acquainted,  and 
has  giyen  a  mere  prospective  view  of  the  rest. 
The  most  complete  work  belonging  to  the  third 
division  is  the  *'  Silva  Silvarum;  or.  Natural  His- 
tory in  Ten  Centuries.**  It  would,  however,  be 
very  unreasonable  to  make  the  fragmentary  condi- 
tion of  his  philosophy  a  cause  of  reproach  against 
Bacon, — as  this  would  be  reproaching  him  for 
not  living  several  hundred  years.  Separate  parts 
of  the  edifice  might  doubtless  have  been  more 
dioroughly  completed  if  Bacon  could  have  be- 
stowed more  time  upon  them.  But  the  whole 
could  not  remain  otherwise  than  unfinished, 
consistently  with  the  plan  of  the  founder,  whose 
design  was  to  make  not  a  system,  but  a  beginning. 
And  this  beginning,  so  rich  in  consequences. 
Bacon  did  make ;  in  this  sense  he  has  completed 
his  work,  and  would  have  completed  it,  even  if  he 
had  not  written  nearly  so  much  as  now  lies  before 
us.  The  power  that  was  to  break  open  a  new  path, 
lay  in  the  new  outline  and  the  new  instrument 
(Organum),  and  to  increase  this  power  there  was 
no  need  of  a  **  Silva  Silvarum.**  He  himself  was 
but  too  well  aware  that  time,  in  its  progress, 
destroys  systems  of  philosophy,  to  all  appear- 
ance firmly  established  and  hermetically  closed 

*  The  •*FktrogatiTe  lostance,"  with  ito  •abdiruioni.— J.  O. 
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Hence,  from  the  beginning,  it  was  his  intention 
to  produce  a  philosophy  which  would  progress 
with  time,  not  endure  in  spite  of  it ;  and,  perhaps, 
among  all  philosophers.  Bacon  has  been  the  only 
one  who,  far  from  endeavouring  to  resist  the 
stream  of  time,  has  designed  a  work  so  light  that 
the  stream  will  always  carry  it  along.  Such  a 
work  could  not  be  a  system,  a  concluded  whole, 
an  unwieldy  edifice;  it  could  not  remain  other- 
wise than  a  fragment, — an  attempt  that  had 
scarcely  proceeded  beyond  the  plan  and  the  in- 
strument. The  fragment  was  to  be  enlarged,  the 
attempt  was  to  be  pursued,  the  plan  was  to  be 
carried  out,  the  instrument  was  to  be  used  and 
improved.  This  fragmentary  appearance  of  his 
philosophy  appears  quite  consistent — nay,  the 
necessary  result  of  its  own  internal  condition,  as 
soon  as  it  is  regarded  from  the  Baconian  point  of 
view.  Through  these  very  gaps  in  the  phQo- 
sophy,  which  the  depreciators  of  Bacon's  philo- 
sophy point  out,  comes  a  wholesome  current  of 
air,  for  which  he  has  purposely  left  room.  There 
are  many  contradictions  in  his  theories — though 
not  so  many,  by  far,  as  our  pretended  critics 
would  fain  discover;  —  there  are  many  inaccu- 
racies in  point  of  fact,  and  many  physical  errors, 
which  Bacon  shared  in  common  with  his  age,  but 
we  may  make  allowance  for  all  these  contradic- 
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tions,  inaccuracies^  and  errors,  without  diminish- 
ing by  80  much  as  a  hair's  breadth  the  force  and 
power  of  the  Baconian  philosophy.  This  power 
has  been  proved  by  history.  The  incompleteness 
of  the  work  was  perceived, — nay,  intended,  by 
Bacon  himself.  At  the  conclusion  of  his  ground- 
plan  *,  which  we  may  appropriately  call  a  **  New 
Encyclopedia  of  the  Sciences, "  he  says :  "  I  call 
to  mind  that  reply  of  Themistocles,  who,  when 
the  ambassador  from  a  petty  town  had  spoken  very 
largely,  rebuked  him  with  the  remark,  '  Friend, 
your  words  require  a  state.'  In  the  same  manner 
I  think  it  may  be  most  rightly  objected  to  me  that 
my  words  require  an  age  for  their  fulfilment,  and 
I  answer  again,  *Yes,  perhaps  a  whole  age  to 
prove  them ;  but  many  ages  to  fulfil  them.'"*]' 

By  its  very  nature  the  Baconian  philosophy 
could  take  no  other  form  than  that  of  a  sketch, 
could  express  itself  in  no  other  mode  than  that  of 
the  Encyclopaedia  and  the  Aphorism.  All  the 
parts  of  his  great  '^  Instauratio "  have  remained 
sketches ;  the  two  that  he  most  thoroughly  per- 

*  The  treatifle  **  De  Aagraentis.**— J.  O. 

t  ''Interim  in  roentem  mihi  renit  responsom  illnd  The- 
mutoclij,  qui  cam  ex  oppido  panro  legatns  quidam  magna 
nonnalla  perorauet,  hominem  perstrinxit;  Amice,  Terba  tua 
eintatem  desiderant  Certe  objici  mihi  rectimime  powe  exis- 
timo,  qnod  mea  verba  scecnlum  desidcrent ;  ancnlum  forte  ad 
probandum  ;  complora  aatem  saBcola  ad  perficiendom." — Dt 
Am^maU^  Scimt  ix. 
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fected  and  elaborated  are  the  chief  of  them  all, 
—  the  outline  and  the  Organum ;  of  which  the 
former  consists  of  an  encyclopsdian  and  pro- 
spective view  of  human  knowledge,  the  latter  of 
aphorisms.  Altogether  Bacon  has  less  necessity 
for  a  finished  than  for  a  comprehensive  mode  of 
expression.  His  larger  works,  such  as  those 
on  the  "  Advancement  of  Learning "  and  the 
**  Novum  Organum,*'  were  not  completed  but 
only  enlarged  outlines.  The  two  books  of  his 
''  Encyclopaedia,''  which  first  appeared  in  the 
English  language*,  were  extended  by  Bacon  into 
nine, "  De  Dignitate  et  Augmentis  Scientiarum.** 
His  treatise  entitled  "  Cogitata  et  "Visa,"  was  en- 
larged into  the  "  Novum  Organum."  Far  from 
filling  up  or  completing  these  enlarged  outlines, 
Bacon  much  more  sought  to  reduce  them  to  a 
smaller  compass.  Thus  his  **  Descriptio  Globi 
Intellectualis  "  is  an  encyclopaedia  on  a  diminished 
scale ;  and  in  the  **  Delineatio  et  Argumentum  " 
we  have  the  most  compressed  form  of  the  '*  Novum 
Organum." 

Unquestionably  the  '^  Novum  Oi^anum"  is 
the  ripest  and  most  peculiar  fruit  of  the  Baconian 
mind.  If  that  treatise,  wluch  Bacon  entitled 
**  Temporis  partus  maximus,"  was  really  the  first 
sketch  of   it,  more  than  twenty  years  elapsed 

*  The  '*  AdTanoement  of  Learning." — J.  O. 
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before  the  programme  of  the  ''  Organum "  ap- 
peared in  the  **  Cogitata  et  Visa,"  and  it  was  not 
till  after  an  interval  of  eight  years  that  the  pro- 
gramme was  followed  by  the  *^  Organum  "  itself. 
Thus  the  '^  Organum  ^  of  Bacon  was  developed 
as  slowly  as  Locke's  '*  Essay  on  the  Human 
Understanding/*  and  with  as  much  circumspection 
as  Kant's  ''Critique  of  Pure  Reason."  Not 
merely  the  contents,  but  also  the  form  in  which 
the  book  is  composed,  required  a  long  and 
thorough  preparation.  We  have  already  siud 
that  the  form  is  aphoristic,  and  Bacon  himself 
in  his  EncyclopsBdia,  when,  in  connection  with 
rhetoric,  he  is  treating  of  the  art  of  scientific 
exposition,  declares  that  the  aphoristic  form  of 
instruction,  if  it  is  not  altogether  artificial,  must 
be  drawn  from  the  very  depth  and  marrow  of  the 
BCtences,  and  presupposes  a  store  of  the  pro* 
foundest  knowledge.  When  Bacon  wrote  thus, 
he  had,  doubtless,  his  ''  Organum "  in  his  mind, 
though  he  did  not,  as  on  other  occasions,  expressly 
cite  it 

Those  who  have  endeavoured  to  convey  an  idea 
of  Bacon  have  all  disregarded  one  point,  which  is 
important  in  forming  a  judgment  respecting  this 
philosopher ;  they  have  neglected  to  draw  a  critical 
comparison  between  his  Encyclopaedia  and  his 
**  Organum."    Such  an  inquiry  would  contribute 
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much  towards  the  solution  or  explanation  of  those 
contradictions  which  are  too  readily  heaped  upon 
Bacon.  The  expressions  of  a  philosopher  are 
not  to  be  taken  and  thrown  together  at  random, 
but  to  be  judged  according  to  the  place  in  which 
they  are  found.  A  difference  as  to  the  time 
when,  and  the  purpose  for  which,  certain  works 
were  composed,  may  often  explain  a  difference 
of  opinion.  As  for  the  Encyclopaedia  and  the 
"  Novum  Organum,"  they  differ  as  to  time,  form, 
and  tendency.  The  first  sketch  of  the  Encyclo- 
paedia appeared  several  years  earlier  than  the 
first  sketch  of  the  *'  Organum,**  and  fifteen  before 
the  '*  Organum"  itself;  the  enlarged  Encyclo- 
piedia  appeared  two  years  after  the  ^^  Organum." 
In  the  mind  of  Bacon  both  works  proceed,  as  it 
were,  side  by  side,  and  there  is  a  reciprocal  rela- 
tion between  them ;  the  **  Organum "  in  many 
points  manifestly  relying  on  the  Encyclopsedia, 
and  the  Encyclopaedia  referring  to  the  "  Or- 
ganum "  as  the  new  logic  which  it  requires.  We 
must  here  distinguish  accurately  between  the 
time  of  conception  and  that  of  execution.  Doubt- 
less the  conception  of  the  "  Organum "  was  in 
Bacon's  mind  before  that  of  the  Encyclopaedia ; 
on  the  other  hand,  the  execution  of  the  "  Or- 
ganum" was  slower  and  more  elaborate,  and  there- 
fore appeared  later,  than  the  first  encyclopaedical 
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sketch*  The  "  Organum^"  in  the  shape  in  which 
it  comes  down  to  us,  bears  the  purest  and  most  dis- 
tinct impress  of  the  Baconian  philosophy.  The  in  - 
strument  which  Bacon  long  possessed^  and  which, 
undoubtedly,  he  first  sought,  here  appears  sharp- 
ened and  pointed  to  the  highest  degree.  The 
whole  destructive  side  {pars  destruens)  of  the 
Baconian  philosophy  is,  therefore,  most  conspi- 
cuous in  the  "Organum,''  —  far  less  cloaked  than 
in  the  Encyclopa^ia.  It  may  also  be  remarked  that 
the  second  form  of  the  Encyclopaedia  (the  nine 
books  "De  Augmentis"),  in  many  respects  (as  for 
example,  in  the  estimation  of  the  mathematics), 
passes  far  more  negative  judgments  than  the 
first  English  sketch  (*'0n  the  Advancement  of 
Learning"),  the  later  work  being  nearer  to  the 
''Oi^num"  than  the  earlier  one.  Hence,  we 
may  conclude  that,  at  the  time  of  the  first  sketch 
of  the  Encyclopaedia,  the  Baconian  **  Organum'' 
was  far  less  highly  elaborated;  and  hence,  ge- 
nerally, we  may  regard  the  whole  Baconian  phi- 
losophy in  reference  to  the  ^'Organum;"  for  it 
is  preceded  by  the  conception,  governed  by  the 
execution,  and  guided  by  the  rule,  of  this  one 
work.  By  this  principle  our  own  exposition  of 
Bacon  is  determined. 

If  we   compare   the    Encyclopaedia  with   the 
"Organum,"    we    find  in    the    two    the   same 
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Bacofliian  mmd  at  different  periods  of  time,  and 
occupied  with  different  problems.  The  purpose 
of  an  Encydopsedia  is  to  build  up;  a  doctrine 
of  method  has  to  sweep  away  obstacles.  In  the 
former,  the  magazine  of  the  human  mind  is  to 
be  filled;  by  the  latter,  the  threshing-floor  is  to 
be  swept  out.  In  the  one  case  the  problem  is 
material^  in  the  other  it  is  formaL  Critics  have 
discovered  a  multitude  of  contradictions  and  anti- 
nomies* in  the  Baconian  philosophy,  because 
he  denies  in  one  place  what  he  has  affirmed 
in  another.  Among  these  antinomies,  many 
are  certainly  so  composed  that  the  thesis  may 
be  found  in  the  encyclopa^ian  works,  the 
antithesis  in  the  ^  Novum  Organum."  A  com- 
parative criticism  would,  however,  easily  explain 
these  contradictions,  that  are  not  so  stubborn  to 
the  quick  and  supple  mind  of  Bacon,  as  they 
appear  to  others.  He  often  merely  tolerates  what 
he  seems  to  affirm.  He  would  not  always  anni- 
hilate what  he  denies.  Indeed,  it  may  be  said  of 
the  Baconian  expressions  generally,  that  they  are 
never  so  unconditional  and  unyielding  as  to  render 
all  retractation  impossible,   whether   affirmative 

♦  The  word  "  antinomy"  has  been  eommoDly  used  bj  Oennan 
pliilosophers  since  the  time  of  Kant  to  denote  the  contradiction 
between  two  propositions,  of  which  one  affirms  what  the  other 
denies.— J.  O. 
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or  negative.  I  cannot  here  enter  into  a  very  minute 
comparison  of  the  two  chief  works,  but  I  will,  in 
a  few  words,  indicate  the  chief  points  of  difFerence. 
Taken  altogether,  the  *^  Novum  Organum"  ex* 
presses  the  negative  side  of  the  Baconian  philo- 
sophy more  clearly  and  decisively  than  the  work 
'*  De  Augmentis."  AH  these  negatives  may  be 
traced  back  to  one  principle ;  they  are  all  results 
of  the  physical  point  of  view  which  occupies  the 
centre  of  the  Baconian  philosophy,  and  would 
hold  the  hegemonia  in  the  region  of  science. 
From  this  point  of  view  the  Baconian  philosophy 
opposes,  in  the  most  uncompromising  manner, 
Aristotle,  scholasticism,  metaphysics,  and  the- 
ology. Now  in  the  "Novum  Organum  "  the  phy- 
sical view  prevails  far  more  exclusively, — makes 
itself  much  more  prominent  than  in  the  books  on 
the  advancement  of  science,  where  it  is  satisfied 
with  a  single  province.  In  these^  therefore,  the 
anti- Aristotelian  and  anti-scholastic  tendency,  as 
well  as  the  opposition  to  religion  and  theology, 
are  kept  more  in  the  background.  In  the  work 
*'De  Augmentis"  may  be  found  several  instances 
of  respect  for  Aristotle ;  there  is  scarcely  one  in 
the  "  Novum  Organum."  In  the  latter  the  asser- 
tion is  frequently  and  always  emphatically  made, 
that  physics  are  the  foundation  of  all  the  sciences. 
In  the  Encyclopaedia,  on  the  other  hand,  phy- 
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slcal  science  acknowledges  metaphysics  as  some- 
thing above  itself  and  below  itself,  as  a  foundation 
of  all  the  sciences,  a  so-called  **  First  Philosophy" 
(jphihsophia  prtma\  of  which,  as  of  metaphysics, 
the  "Novum  Organum**  scarcely  says  a  word. 
The  opposition  between  religion  and  philosophy 
is  expressed  clearly  enough  in  many  passages  of 
the  "  Novum  Organum,"  whereas,  in  the  work 
''  De  Augmentis,"  science  with  all  humility  pro- 
fesses its  subservience  to  religion.  Thus  within 
the  limits  of  philosophy  there  is  a  so-called  '*  na- 
tural theology,*'  for  which  a  certain  scientific 
rank  is  claimed ;  whereas  the  *^  Organum"  makes 
it  the  reproach  of  the  Platonic  pliilosophy,  that 
it  perverts  science  by  natural  theology.  If  Ba- 
conism  were  strictly  a  system,  these  contradic- 
tions and  antinomies  would  be  of  more  weight 
than  they  are  where  no  system  is  contemplated, 
but  merely  the  commencement  of  a  new  and 
broadly  planned  cultivation, — an  instrument,  a 
guide.  From  its  genetic  development,  which  is 
ever  progressive,  the  contradictory  expressions 
may  be  easily  explained.  Bacon's  development 
was  different  from  that  which  we  are  accustomed  to 
find  in  German  philosophers.  His  view  gradually 
became  not  more  positive,  but  more  negative, 
and  attained  its  culminating  point  in  the  "No- 
vum  Organum."      At  this  point  Bacon  could 
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say 5  '*  I  stand  alone  ;'*  whereas  in  his  encyclopae- 
dian  works  he   departed  more  cautiously  from 
the  Aristotelian  traditions^  although  the  will  to 
abandon  them  altogether  is  to  be  plainly  seen 
even  there.     That  this  caution  partly  arose  from 
a  regard  to   the   theologically   minded   king   to 
whom    Bacon   dedicated    his  work,   I   will   not 
venture  to  deny,  for  Bacon  was  exactly  the  man 
to  be  influenced  by  considerations  of  the  kind. 
However,  such  explanations  are  at  best  supple* 
mentary,  and  of  only  secondary  value ;  nay,  they 
are  not  even  satisfactory  as  far  as  they  go,  since 
the  ''  Novum  Organum''  was  published  during  the 
reign  of  the  same  sovereign.     Bacon's  French 
adversaries  would  especially  like  to  exhibit  him 
as  a  mere  courtier,  even  in  philosophy, — conceal- 
ing his  own  views  to  suit  those  of  the  king.     But, 
in  spite  of  many  contradictions.  Bacon  has  ex- 
pressed his  own  ideas  so  plainly  and  unreservedly 
that  no  thinking  person  could  feel  any  doubt  as 
to  his  intentions. 

Admitting  the  points  of  difference  between 
Bacon's  two  principal  works,  we  still  find  that, 
above  them  both,  the  ''  Instauratio  Magna"  stands 
as  a  high  point  from  which  both  may  be  surveyed 
in  common.  Wherever  contradictions  occur,  they 
are  never  too  absurd  to  admit  of  an  explana- 
tion, never  so  difficult  as  to  render  the  discovery 

Q3 
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of  Bacon's  real  thought  impossible.  Nor  are  the 
differences  so  great  as  to  destroy  the  unity  of  his 
philosophy.  The  renovation  of  science; — this 
is  the  one  object  of  his  Encyclopsedia  and  his 
**  Organum  ;^  and  contemplating  this  he  describes* 
in  the  latter,  a  new  method  of  scientific  investi* 
gation,  while  in  the  former  he  surveys  and  sorts 
his  scientific  material.  He  arranges  the  depart- 
ments, connects  them  with  each  other,  and  points 
out  those  regions  in  the  realm  of  human  science 
which  still  lie  fallow,  and  are  now  to  be  cultivated. 
As  Columbus,  by  his  discoveries,  altered  the  map 
of  the  eardi,  so  does  Bacon  alter  the  map  of 
science,  by  dividing,  and  at  the  same  time  extend- 
ing its  dominion.  Finding  new  arrangements 
and  new  problems  for  science,  he  becomes  at  once 
its  geographer  and  discoverer.  In  both  these 
innovations  the  principal  characteristics  of  his 
mind  are  apparent,  namely,  the  tendency  after  a 
complete  whole,  and  the  impulse  to  new  disco- 
veries, which  constitutes,  in  fact,  the  real  impulse 
of  his  philosophy.  The  tendency  towards  a 
whole  seeks  a  science  that  comprises  and  copies 
the  world;  and  with  this  intention  Bacon  seeks 
a  complete  division  of  human  science,  an  ency- 
cloptedian  outline.  The  impulse  towards  new  dis- 
coveries makes  him  look  out  everywhere  for  the 
unsolved  problems  of  science ;  that  same  impulse 
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that  caused  Columbus  to  miss  a  portion  of  the 
earth,  and  therefore  carried  him  across  the  ocean, 
also  takes  possession  of  the  mind  of  Bacon,  and 
compels  him  to  miss  and  discover  so  many  por- 
tions  of  the  globus  intellectualu*  Thus  his  en* 
cyclopsdian  outline  becomes  at  the  same  time 
a  book  of  denderata  in  science. 

It  is  perfectly  clear  to  us  how  this  aspiring 
mind,  so  athirst  for  knowledge,  first  conceived  the 
formal,  and  first  solved  the  material  problems 
among  those  which  he  had  proposed.  What 
Bacon  first  beheld  was  the  material  condition  of 
the  sciences,  in  which  he  missed  so  much;  and, 
above  all,  connection,  completeness,  and  a  right 
disposition  of  parts.  It  is  clear  to  him  that 
science  ought  to  be  a  copy  of  the  real  world ; 
and,  compared  with  this  real  world,  the  copy 
which  Bacon  saw  before  him  in  the  actual 
science  of  his  day  was  most  dissimilar,  frag* 
mentary,  and  defective.  The  fragments  were 
to  be  united,  the  gaps  to  be  filled,  and  the  copy 
of  the  world  thus  rendered  complete.  This  task 
was  first  to  be  accomplished,  and  Bacon  made 
the  attempt  in  his  treatise  on  the  **  Advancement 
of  Learning.**  Here,  indeed,  a  new  method,  a 
new  scientific  path  was  requisite,  and  this  could 
be  no  other  than  experience  conformed  to  nature. 
But  Bacon  had  to  make  a  practical  trial  of  this  path 

Q   8 
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himself  before  he  could  describe  it,  and  show  it 
to  others.  We  can  easily  understand  that  Bacon 
employed  his  method  before  he  revealed  it,  that 
it  was  his  instrument  before  it  was  his  object,  but 
that  this  instrument  was  not  brought  to  its  highest 
degree  of  elaboration  till  Bacon  made  it  the  ob- 
ject of  a  special  exhibition — which  he  did  in  the 
"  Novum  Organum/' 

•  With  Bacon,  missing  and  seeking  are  identical. 
In  order  to  find,  we  must  seek  rightly.  In  his 
Encjclopsedia,  Bacon  sought  for  all  that  he 
missed  in  the  actual  state  of  science,  and  in  the 
''  Novum  Organum"  he  described  the  right  man- 
ner of  search.  What  he  first  missed  was  a  con- 
nection between  the  individual  sciences ;  what  he 
first  sought,  therefore,  was  science  as  a  whole,  the 
parts  of  which  should  be  continuously  connected, 
so  that  none  of  them  should  exist  sundered  and 
separate  from  the  rest.  Bacon  wished  to  awaken 
life  in  science.  Hence,  above  all,  he  had  to 
fashion  a  body  capable  of  life ;  that  is  to  say,  an 
organisation  in  which  no  part  should  be  wanting, 
and  all  the  parts  of  which  should  be  properly 
connected.  That  sterility  of  all  previous  science, 
which  had  made  so  painful  an  impression  on  the 
mind  of  Bacon,  was  greatly  caused  by  the  isolated 
condition  in  which  the  individual  sciences  were 
placed,  barred  from  all  communication  and  inter* 
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course  with  each  other.  Combination  must  be  as 
fruitful  as  isolation  is  sterile.  Even  a  survey  of 
the  sciences  advances  scientific  culture^  and  facili- 
tates communication.  A  perfect  division  shows 
wherein  science,  as  a  whole,  is  yet  defective, — 
indicates  what  is  not  yet  known,  and  then  incites 
the  scientific  mind  to  new  achievements.  Lastly, 
an  encyclop»dian  arrangement  brings  the  indi- 
vidual sciences  into  contact^  so  that  they  may  be 
compared  together,  and  rectify  and  fertilise  each 
other.  On  this  point  Bacon  makes  a  remarkable 
declaration :  '*  Generally  let  this  be  a  rule,  that 
all  partitions  of  knowledges  be  accepted  rather 
for  lines  and  veins,  than  for  sections  and  separa- 
tions; and  that  the  continuance  and  entireness 
of  knowledge  be  preserved.  For  the  contrary 
hereof  hath  made  particular  sciences  to  become 
barren,  shallow,  and  erroneous,  while  they  have 
not  been  nourished  or  maintained  from  the 
common  fountain."* 

Bacon's  design  was  to  have  exhibited  the 
sciences  connected  into  one  whole.  His  Ency- 
clopaodia  is  an  attempted  system,  but  to  be 
appreciated  it  should  be  inspected  by  the  eyes, 
not  of  a  system-builder,  but  of  an  encyclopsadist. 
The  man  of  system  will  often  make  the  correct 

*  "  AdTanoement  of  Learning,''  Book  IL  There  is  a  parallel 
paMage  in  "Da  Angmentis,"  lY.  1. 
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objection  that  Bacon's  divisions  are  not  very 
accurate^  and  that  the  connection  he  would 
establish  is  often  loose  and  arbitrary.  The 
principle  of  division  is  new^  but  the  rules  by 
which  it  is  effected  are  those  of  ordinary  logic. 
If  we  distinguish  the  man  of  system  from  the 
encyclopaedist,  we  find  that  the  latter  will  be 
satisfied  with  a  mere  co-ordination  of  scientific 
material^  while  the  former  desires  an  internal 
connection.  The  encyclopsedist  seeks,  above  all, 
to  make  his  materials  complete,  and  therefore  he 
chooses  that  form  which  most  favours  and  ensures 
completeness.  If  this  form  neither  is  nor  can  be 
systematic,  he  chooses  the  aggregative,  and  no 
aggregative  form  so  well  ensures  completeness  of 
material  as  the  alphabetic.  Now  an  alphabetic 
encyclopaedia  is  a  dictionary,  and  if  an  encyclo- 
paedia cannot  or  will  not  be  a  real  system,  it  must 
become  a  dictionary.  The  Baconian  Encyclopaedia 
was  not  a  system,  in  the  strict  sense  of  the  word, 
but  a  mere  logical  aggregate.  Like  the  Baco- 
nian philosophy  generally,  it  had  no  aptitude  or 
propensity  to  become  a  system.  Hence,  as  it 
progressed  it  became  a  dictionary,  and  the  alpha- 
betical form  was  substituted  for  the  logical  The 
further  progression  is  to  be  found  first  in  Bayle's 
Critioo-historical  Dictionary,  and  afterwards  in 
the  French  Encyclopaedia  of  Diderot  and  d'Alem- 
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bertj  who  in  their  preface  refer  to  Bacon^  espe- 
ciallj  to  his  treatise  on  the  ''Advancement  of 
Learning."  The  French  Encyclopasdia — that 
magazine  of  the  so-called  ''enlightenment'*  {Auf" 
klarung) — may  be  traced  back  to  Bacon,  not  only 
as  the  founder  of  realistic  philosophy  in  general, 
but  also  as  the  first  encyclopaedist  of  this  tendency. 
However,  the  distinction  between  Bacon  and  the 
French  encyclopaedists  consists  not  merely  in  the 
circumstance  that  one  employs  the  logical  form, 
the  other  the  alphabetical,  but  likewise  in  the 
different  relation  in  which  the  two  parties  stood 
with  respect  to  science.  Diderot  and  d'Alem* 
bert  reaped  where  Bacon  had  sown.  The  former 
renovated  philosophy,  the  latter  collected  what 
the  new  philosophy  had  produced.  Bacon  had 
chiefly  to  do  with  problems;  the  French  encyclo- 
paedists with  results;  they  registered  the  acts  (acta) 
of  philosophy,  whereas  Bacon  had  discovered  in 
his  time  what  was  yet  to  be  done.  His  books  on 
the  advancement  of  science  were,  as  d'AIembert 
says,  a  "catalogue  immense  de  ce  qui  reste  ft 
d^couvrir.*' 
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CHAP.  IX. 

THE  BACONIAN  PHIL06OPHT  A8    AN  BNCTCLOPJBDIA  OF  THX 

SCIXNCB8. 

The  principle  according  to  which  Bacon  divides 
the  intellectual  world  (globus  inteUectualts)  is 
psychological.  He  distinguishes  the  scientific,  as 
Plato  does  the  political  classes,  according  to  the 
faculties  of  the  human  souL  As  many  faculties 
as  we  have  to  copy,  and  reproduce  the  real  world, 
as  many  various  images  of  the  world  as  are  possible 
to  the  human  mind,  into  so  many  parts  may  the 
total  intellectual  image  of  the  world  be  divided. 
Our  faculties  in  this  respect  are  memory  (as  a  re- 
taining perception),  imagination,  and  reason ;  con- 
sequently there  is  a  copy  of  the  world  referable  to 
memory  (or  experience) ;  an  imaginary  copy,  and  a 
rational  copy;  the  purely  empirical  copy  is  History, 
the  imaginary  is  Poetry,  the  rational  is  Science, 
in  the  confined  sense  of  the  word.  Of  poetry  — 
which  compared  with  history  is ''  fiction,**  compared 
with  science  a  **  dream  *• —  we  have  already  treated. 
History  and  science,  the  other  two  principal 
divisions  referable  to  the  world-knowing  intellect. 
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which  bear  the  same  relation  to  each  other  that 
memory  bears  to  reason,  still  remain  to  be  dis- 
cussed. The  human  mind  rises  from  sensuous 
perception  to  rational  thought;  here  the  method 
and  the  Encjclopsedia  of  Bacon  follow  the  same 
course. 


HiSTOBT 

Contains  the  copy  of  the  events  of  the  world, 
collected  by  experience  and  preserved  in  the 
memory.  Since  the  world  comprises  the  king- 
doms of  nature  and  of  man,  so  may  the  history  of 
the  world  be  divided  into  natural  {historia  na- 
turaHs)  and  civil  history  {hiitoria  civilis).  The 
works  of  nature  are  either  free,  when  they  are 
produced  by  natural  forces  alone,  or  they  are 
unfree,  when  they  likewise  depend  on  human 
industry.  The  free  products  may  be  either 
regular  or  anomalous;  the  former  are  called  by 
Bacon  **  generationes^  the  latter  **  praterffenera" 
HoneB.^  The  artificial  works  of  nature  are  me- 
chanical. Hence  natural  history  may  be  divided 
into  the  **  historia  ffeneratianum,  prcttergenera* 
tionum^  and  '*  mechanicciJ*  The  last  would  be  a 
history  of  Technology,  which  Bacon  misses,  and 
therefore  requires,  as  well  as  a  history  of  natural 
malformations.     The  series  of  regular  natural 
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products  is  followed  by  Bacon  (after  the  model  of 
the  ancients)  from  the  highest  down  to  sublunary 
re^ons.  He  begins  with  the  heavenly  bodies, 
and  from  them  descends  to  meteors  and  atmo- 
spherical phenomena,  such  as  winds,  rain,  weather, 
temperature,  &c.;  from  these  he  descends  fur- 
ther to  earth  and  sea,  the  elements  or  general 
constituents  of  matter*,  and  finally  to  specific 
bodies. 

The  description  of  these  objects  may  be  either 
merely  narratiye  or  methodicaL  The  latter  is 
regarded  even  here  with  attentive  interest  by 
Bacon;  even  here  he  commends  the  inductive 
description  of  nature  as  the  path  by  which  the 
materials  of  natural  history  are  brought  to  philo- 
sophy. ^'  The  merely  narrative  description  is 
less  to  be  esteemed  than  induction,  which  ofiers 
the  first  breast  to  philosophy."*  This  proposition 
sufficiently  proves  our  assertion,  that  the  notion 
of  a  new  method  and  the  wish  to  realise  it  were  in 
Bacon's  mind  before  his  encyclopsedian  attempts. 
But  a  natural  history  so  composed  as  to  be  con- 
ducive to  science  is  the  very  thing  that  is  misfed 
by  Bacon,  and  he  endeavours  to  fill  up  the  gap 
by  a  number  of  separate  treatises-f 

*  *'  Allgemeine  materien."— J.  O.  This  u  an  abbreviated  fbnn 
of  a  proposition  that  occurs  in  **  De  Angmentia,"  IL  3. 

f  Comprising  '•  Farasoeve  ad  Historiam  Naturalem  et  Experi- 
mentalem ;  HistoriaYentorum ;  Historia  Yitss  et  Mortis ;  Thema 
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Human  communities  may  be  dinded  into  state 
and  church;  the  history  of  mankind  is  conse- 
quently divided  into  historia  ecclesiastica  ei 
civiltM  —  the  latter  in  the  narrow  sense  of  the 
word.  Between  the  two,  however.  Bacon  ob« 
serves  a  gap,  which  to  him  is,  of  course,  a  problem. 
There  is  not  yet  a  history  of  literature  and  art. 
For  the  solution  of  this  problem  Bacon  cannot, 
indeed,  cite  any  example;  but,  by  way  of  pre- 
scribing for  the  deficiency,  he  has  written  a  few 
words,  which  could  not  be  properly  appreciated 
before  the  present  day,  as  it  is  only  of  late  that 
we  have  begun  to  supply  it  His  prescription 
is  as  valuable  now  as  at  the  time  when  it  was 
written.  The  mere  desire  for  a  history  of  litera* 
ture  and  art,  expressed  by  the  lips  of  newly 
awakened  philosophy  among  the  innovating 
plans  of  a  Bacon,  is  of  itself  surprising;  still 
more  so  is  the  exactness  with  which  he  states 
how  he  would  have  his  plan  carried  out  What 
is  literature  but  a  copy  of  the  state  of  the 
world  in  the  human  mind?  What,  then,  is  the 
history  of  literature  but  a  copy  of  this  copy  of 
the  world?  For  this  very  reason  we  are  sur- 
prised at  the  postulate  in  the  mouth  of  Bacon. 
That  realbtic  intellect  was  so  exclusively  directed 

Cceli ;  DeFlnxu  ct  Rcfluxu  Maris ;  SUva  Sararttin,  wvc  Hiitori* 
Natondis." 
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to  the  cop7  of  the  worlds  that  we  are  astonished 
to  find  him  regarding  a  copy  of  that  copy  as  a 
desideratum.  This  can  alone  be  explained  from 
the  extremely  realistic  view  which  Bacon  took  of 
himian  affairs.  He  prized  literature  according  to 
its  real*  worth,  he  remarked  its  real  connection 
with  human  life  as  a  whole,  and  wished  therefore 
to  see  it  exhibited  as  a  matter  of  universal  and 
political  history.  He  regarded  literature  and  art 
as  the  members  most  full  of  soul  t  throughout  the 
entire  organisation  of  human  culture ;  these  show 
the  image  of  the  world  as  it  is  reflected  in  the 
eye  of  the  human  mind.  Thus,  speaking  of 
literary  history,  he  says:  "Without  this  the 
history  of  the  world  seemeth  to  me  to  be  as 
the  statue  of  Polyphemus  with  his  eye  out." 
Literature  is  always  the  mirror  of  its  age,  and 
in  this  sense  forms  a  part  of  universal  histo- 
ry. Now  there  is  not  as  yet  the  universal  his- 
tory of  literature;  and  in  this  sense  he  sets  it 
down  as  a  scientific  desideratum.  Sespecting 
the  separate  departments  of  science,  as  mathe- 
matics, philosophy,  rhetoric,  &c,  there  are,  in- 
deed, some  historical  notices,  but  there  is  no  tie 
to  connect  these  detached  and  scattered  fragments 


*  As  opposed  to  ideal. — J.  O.    "  AdTa&cement  of  Learning/ 
IL  Al8o««DeAagment.'*Il4. 
t  •'ScelenvoU."— J.  O. 
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into  one  whole^  no  general  historical  picture  of 
human  ecience  and  art*  It  is  not  enough  to  know 
the  antecedents  of  each  science  separately*  There 
is  a  connection  between  all  the  literary  works  of 
an  age^  and  also  a  pragmatic  connection  between 
the  successive  ages  of  a  series.  ''  The  sciences/* 
Bacon  happily  says^  ^*  migrate  like  nations."* 
Literary  history  should  describe  successive  ages, 
observe  epochs,  pursue  the  course  of  the  sciences 
from  their  first  beginning  to  their  bloom  and 
their  decadence;  show  how  they  have  been 
first  called  forth,  cultivated,  then  gradually  suf- 
fered to  wither,  and  finally  animated  anew.  In 
this  course  the  destinies  of  literature  are  closely 
combined  with  those  of  nations.  There  is  a  causal 
connection, — a  reciprocal  action  between  literary 
and  political  life,  —  and  to  this  important  point 
Bacon  urgently  directs  the  attention  of  the  his- 
torian. Literature  is  to  be  shown  in  its  natural 
character,  as  affected  by  the  peculiarities  of  the 
people  whose  life  it  is  to  represent  Works  of 
literature  are  always  influenced  by  the  climate, 
the  natural  peculiarities  and  dispositions,  the  good 
and  evil  fortunes,  the  moral,  religious,  and  poli- 
tical condition  of  the  people  among  whom  they 
are  produced*  Hence  the  theme  of  literary  his- 
tory is  the  general  state  of  literature  at  different 

*  <•  BCgrant  icieDtue  non  seciu  ac  popnlL"— Z><  Avg.  IL  4^ 
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periods,  viewed  in  connection  with  that  of  politics 
and  relipon.  In  other  words.  Bacon  regards 
literature  as  a  portion  of  the  aggregate  culture  of 
humanity;  would  have  the  history  of  literature 
and  art  treated  as  a  history  of  cultivation.*  And 
in  what  spirit,  in  what  form  does  he  desire  that 
this  history  should  be  written  ?  '^  The  themes  of 
history,^  he  says,  *'  should  not  be  so  treated  that 
time  is  lost  in  praise  and  blame,  after  the  fashion 
of  the  critics,  but  events  themselves  should  be 
narrated  just  as  they  occurred,  with  a  more 
sparing  introduction  of  opinion.  With  respect 
to  the  manner  of  preparing  such  a  history,  we 
recommend  above  all  that  its  matter  should  not 
be  sought  exclusively  from  historians  and  critics, 
but  that  through  successive  centuries  (or  shorter 
periods),  beginning  from  the  remotest  antiquity, 
the  principal  works  composed  in  the  course  of 
each  should  be  consulted ;  and  that,  though  these 
works  could  not  be  read  through  (for  that  would 
be  an  infinite  labour),  they  should  be  so  tasted, 
and  their  argument,  style,  and  method  should  be 
so  observed,  that  the  genius  of.  their  age  should 
be  waked  from  the  dead  as  if  by  some  incan- 
tation.'' t 

•  Dr.  Ftsoher  refbn  to  Gerrinns's  -  Hutoiy  of  German  Litem- 
tare,"  m  a  ipecimen  of  a  hUtoiy  compoeed  after  this  model.— J.  O. 

t  •*  At  hsc  omnia  tractari  praecipimuB,  at  non  criticonim  more 
in  laude  et  censara  tempos  teratar ;  led  plane  historice  its  ip«e 
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To  political  historj  also  does  Bacon,  in  the 
fertile  spirit  of  his  philoaophy,  propose  new 
problems  and  prescribe  new  objects.  History, 
like  all  science,  is  based  npon  experience;  and 
to  experience  the  nearest  objects  are  p«rticulars, 
the  nearest  field  is  its  own  intuition*  Hence 
Bacon  rightly  attaches  so  much  importance  to 
particular  histories,  memoirs,  and  biographies,  as 
opposed  to  universal  histories,  which,  in  most 
oases,  are  without  the  guidance  of  experience, 
and  are  less  easily  comprehensible  as  to  subject^ 
matter,  while  they  are  proportionably  deficient 
in  liyeliness  and  fidelity.  Most  just  is  Bacon's 
remark  on  the  subject  of  universal  history :  ''  If 
we  more  accurately  weigh  the  matter,  we  shall 
find  that  the  laws  of  prc^r  history  are  so  severe 
that  it  is  hardly  possible  to  apply  them  in 
treating  of  so  vast  an  argument;  so  that  the 
majesty  of  history  is  rather  diminished  than  in* 


narrentnr,  jndiciam  parcios  interponatnr.  De  modo  aQtem 
hajnsmodi  hutoruB  conficienda,  illnd  inprimis  monemiu ;  nt 
materia  et  copia  ejaa  non  tantam  ab  historiia  et  criticis  petatnr, 
Temin  etiam  at  per  singnlas  annoram  centnrias,  aut  ettam  minora 
intenralla,  seriatim  (ab  ultima  antiqnitate  facto  principio)  libri 
pracipui  qai  per  ea  temporis  spatia  conscripti  sunt  in  consilium 
adhibeantur ;  nt  ex  eorum  non  perlectione  (id  enim  infinitum 
quiddam  esset)  sed  degustatione,  et  obeerratione  argument!,  stili, 
methodi,  Gcniua  illins  temporis  Literarius  yeluti  incantatione 
quadam  a  mortula  evocetar.** — De  Augwu  IL  4. 
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creased  by  the  magnitude  of  its  materi&L  For  it 
vill  naturally  happen  that  he  who  pursues  such 
yarious  subjects  in  every  direction,  becoming 
less  and  less  scrupulous  in  the  research,  and 
hie  diligence  being  weakened  as  to  details  by  the 
■variety  to  which  it  is  extended,  will  eagerly  catch 
at  popular  rumour  and  compose  history  from 
traditions  of  no  great  authenticity,  and  such  like 
flimsy  material.  Moreover,  he  will  find  it  ne- 
cessary (if  he  would  have  his  work  increase  to 
an  infinite  extent)  deliberately  to  pass  over  many 
things  worthy  of  record,  and  frequently  to  &11 
into  the  manner  of  epitomes.  There  is  also  an- 
other danger  by  no  means  trifling,  and  directly 
opposed  to  the  utility  of  history ;  namely  this,  that 
whereas  universal  history  preserves  some  narra- 
tives that  otherwise,  perchance,  would  perish,  it 
frequently,  for  the  sake  of  that  popular  com- 
pendiousness,  destroys  others  of  great  profit  that 
might  otherwise  have   lived."*      On   the   other 

•  "  Vemntamen,  «i  quia  rem  rectlai  perpendat,  anim&dvertet 
Urn  •ercrai  ease  HisloriB  Ja«t«  leges,  at  eas  in  tanta  argument) 
TBUiCste  exercera  vii  liccat ;  adeo  Dt  minnatur  potios  hislorin 
najeataa  molU  grandiiatc,  qoam  amplificetnr.  Ret  enim,  nt  qni 
tam  vana  nadeqaaqac  perteqiiitur,  is  information i«  celigione 
paulaam  nmisn.  et  dilieentia  enm.  nii»  .A  im  »>  »t«„4;t,...  tj. 
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hand^  the  biographies  of  important  persons,  spe- 
cial histories,  such  as  those  of  the  Campaign  of 
Cyrus,  the   Peloponnesian  War,  Catiline's  Con- 
spiracy, &c.,  admit  of  a  lively,  true,  and  artisti- 
cal  form  of  narration,  because  the  subjects  are 
thoroughly  defined  and  rounded  off.    All  genuine 
historians,  all  who  know  what  historical  writing 
should  be,  will  agree  with  Bacon.     A  mind  that 
is  truly  and  artistically  historical  chooses  of  its 
own  accord  only  such  subjects  as  it  can  thoroughly 
master  and  can  distinctly  characterise  in  all  their 
parts.     Universal  history  can  only  result  from 
well-grounded  special  histories,  just  as,  accord- 
ing to  Bacon*  philosophy  can  only  result  from 
experience,  and  metaphysics  from  physics.    Great 
historians  usually  begin  with  monographies  and 
special    histories,    the    subjects   of   which   they 
prefer  to    take   from    the  sphere  of  their  own 
immediate  observation.     With   such  thoroughly 
definite  and  comprehensible   materials,  the  his- 
toriographer can    at   once,  display  and   exercise 
his  talent.     The  historian  and  the  artist  are  here 

pneleniiittcw,  atqae  ad  epitomamm  rationca  Mepiaa  delabL 
IncnmMt  etiam  aliud  periculum  non  panmm,  atque  utilitati  Uli 
Hwtoria  Unirenalifl  ex  diametro  oppontum;  qucmadmodum 
enim  Unirerttlia  Hirtoria  narrationea  aliquai.  qa»  alias  forte 
fttiwcnt  peritune,  conaeryat  5  ita  contra  sapenumcro  narrationea 
•liaa  «ui.  froctuoiaa,  V-  -Htcr  victane  fiiiBscnt.  propter  gma 
martalibM  lemin  compendia  perimit.-— X>«  ^-3^  "-  »• 

m  s 
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alike.  The  more  indefinite  and  general  the 
Bubject  choeen  by  the  artist,  the  more  lifeless  and 
ineffective  is  his  performance.  Aa  the  subject 
lacks  natural  vitality,  so  will  the  work  be  with- 
out poetical  charm.  Now  within  the  sphere  of 
lustorical  life  nothing  is  nearer  to  the  historian 
than  hie  own  nation.  Here  he  finds  a  source  not 
only  in  a  history  confijrmable  to  experience,  but 
also  in  his  own  babitaal  experience.  Hence  Ba- 
con recommends  the  history  of  the  writer's  own 
nation  as  the  most  lively  and  interesting  theme, 
and  his  recommendation  is  not  only  for  the  benefit 
of  history,  but  also  in  conformity  with  his  ^e. 
It  corresponds  to  the  spirit  of  that  reformatoiy 
principle  which  in  opposition  to  the  middle  ages, 
bad  called  forth  a  national  chnrch,  a  national 
policy,  a  national  literature,  and  had  victoriously 
maintuned  those  powers  in  England  more  than  in 
any  other  country.  Bacon  choae  the  history  of 
his  own  nation  in  the  newly  completed  period  of 
its  national  restoration,  —  the  history  of  England 
from  the  union  of  the  Koses  under  Henry  VIL 
to  the  umon  of  the  kingdoms  under  James  I.* 
In  his  history  of  the  reign  of  Henry  Vll.  he  has 
performed  the  first  part  of  the  task. 

Bacon  would   have   political  history  as  pure 

^d  "  AdnncciMat  of 
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an  exhibition  of  facta  as  literary  history*  As  the 
latter  should  be  free  from  perpetual  criticism,  so 
should  the  former  from  a  perpetual  display  of  poli- 
tical views.  He  points  to  that  class  of  historians 
who  write  history  for  the  sake  of  some  parti- 
cular doctrine,  and  are  always  returning  to  cer- 
tun  events  in  order  to  demonstrate  their  theory. 
They  compare  every  fact  with  the  doctrine  that 
is  ahready  in  their  mind,  and  their  judgment  is 
the  result  of  the  comparison.  If  their  heads  are 
filled  with  some  modem  ideal  of  a  constitution, 
they  will  pronounce  judgment  on  Alexander  and 
Caesar  accordingly,  and  inform  us  that  these 
were  not  constitutional  monarchs.  We  need  not 
look  far  for  examples.  This  intolerable  manner 
of  writing  history  is  happUy  termed  by  Bacon 
'*  chewing  the  cud  of  history,"  which,  he  says,  is 
allowable  to  a  politician  that  only  uses  history  as 
a  voucher  for  his  doctrines,  but  not  to  the  real 
historian.  '^  It  is  ill-timed  and  tiresome,"  he  con- 
tinues, *^  to  throw  in  political  remarks  on  every 
occasion,  and  thus  to  interrupt  the  thread  of  the 
narrative.  For  although  every  history  of  the 
wiser  kind  is,  as  it  were,  impregnated  with 
political  admonitions  and  precepts,  nevertheless 
the  author  ought  not  to  be  hb  own  midwife."  * 

•  **Htftoriam  autem  Justam  ex  professo  scribenti  polities 
nbiqiie  ingerere,  atqae  per  ilia  filam  hiftorue  intermmpere,  in* 

bs 
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Science. 

History  occupies  itself  with  facts,  science  with 
causes.  The  former,  according  to  Bacon,  crawls 
upon  the  ground,  but  of  the  fountains  of  science 
some  are  situated  above,  some  beneath.  For  the 
causes  of  things  are  either  supernatural  or  natural; 
the  former  can  only  be  revealed,  the  latter  must 
be  investigated.  The  science  of  supernatural 
causes  is  revealed  theology,  that  of  natural  causes 
is  science  in  a  peculiar  and  more  limited  sense, — 
or  philosophy.  Thus  is  a  boundary  mark  set  up 
between  theology  and  philosophy,  to  which  we 
shall  afterwards  return,  and  which  we  shall  con- 
sider more  completely.* 

Philosophy,  then,  is  the  knowledge  of  things 
from  natural  causes.  The  possible  objects  of  our 
knowledge,  are  God,  nature,  and  our  own  internal 
essence  {fVesen),  We  represent  to  ourselves  all 
these  objects,  but  each  in  a  different  way, — 
nature  alone  immediately,  God  through  nature, 
and  ourselves  through  reflection;  or  to  use  the 
expression  of  Bacon,  who  compares  knowledge 

tempestiTum  qniddam  et  molestam  est.  Licet  enim  Historia 
qnaeqne  pradentior  politicis  pneceptis  et  monitis  velati  impreg- 
nata  sit,  tamen  scriptor  ipse  sibi  obstetricari  non  debet."— i>e 
Augm,  II.  10. 

•  Compare  Chap.  X.  l.  of  this  work. 
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with  eighty  we  perceive  ourselves  rcuKo  reflexoy 
nature  rcidio  directo,  and  God  radio  refraeto.^ 
Conformably  to  these  several  objects^  philosophy 
may  be  divided  into  natural  theology,  natural 
philosophy,  and  anthropology  in  the  widest  sense 
of  the  word. 


L  FUNDAHENTAL  PhILOSOPHT. 
PHIL080PHI1.  PRIlfA. 

All  the  knowledge  pertaining  to  philosophy  is 
based  upon  natural  causes.  Every  proposition 
embodying  such  knowledge  is  an  axiouLf  Now, 
are  there  not  certain  axioms  that  are  common  to 
all  sciences,  and  are  equally  valid  in  theology, 
physics,  and  ethics  ?  Or,  what  is  the  same  thing, 
are  there  not  certain  attributes  that  may  be  pre- 
dicated of  everything  that  falls  within  the  sphere 
of  cognition,  without  a  single  exception  ?  If  there 
are  such  axioms,  the  sum  of  them  manifestly 
constitutes  a  science,  which,  though  distinguished 
from  all  the  others,  is  not  isolated,  for  it  contains 

^  Compare  **  De  Ang^ment."  HL  1. 

t  The  original  cannot  be  literally  rendered,  through  the 
abeence  of  a  plural  to  the  word  **  knowledge :  **  **  Alle  Erkenntniase 
der  Fhiloflophie  griinden  sich  anf  natiirlichen  Ursachen.  Jede 
Erkenntnias  ana  natiirlichen  Uiaachen  bildet  ein 

j.a 

a4 
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the  principles  applicable  to  all  alike.  It  is  con- 
sequently the  foundation  of  the  others, —  Funda- 
mental Philosophy,  or,  to  use  the  words  of  Bacon, 
the  **  common  parent "  of  the  sdencea  After  the 
precedent  of  the  ancients  he  calls  it  '^  philosophia 
prima,**  adding  that  it  is  ''the  wisdom,  which 
was  formerly  defined  as  the  science  of  things  di- 
vine and  human.'**  This  science  is  not  meta- 
physics, such  as  are  to  be  found  with  Aristotle. 
Bacon  has  merely  proposed  a  problem,  by  way 
of  example,  without  any  solution.  A  systema- 
tic solution  he  did  not  even  attempt,  but  he 
r^arded  the  science  as  something  new,  and  far 
from  being  in  an  advanced  state,  not  even  dis- 
covered. We  must  ask  ourselves  a  question,  the 
answer  to  which  we  find  nowhere :  ^  What  did 
Bacon  intend  with  his  Fundamental  Philosophy, 
what  did  he  mean  by  his  philosophia  prima  f  "  He 
calls  it  the  parent  of  all  the  other  sciences ;  whereas 
in  the  ''  Novum  Oiganum  "  he  gives  this  name  to 
natural  philosophy.  Here  then  we  find  most  dis- 
tinctly one  of  those  prominent  differences  to  which 
we  have  already  alluded  in  our  comparison  of 
the  Organum  with  the  Encydopsedia.  In  the 
"  Novum  Organum  "  the  Fundamental  Philosophy 
is  scarcely  mentioned  in  the  sense  attached  to  it 

*   "Qan  olim  renun  dWinamm  ttq[ii6  hmmuumm  scientiA 
defiiiielwtar.''-*2>«  Augm,  ISL  1. 
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in  the  Encyclopedia*,  and  only  a  slight  trace  is 
left  to  remind  the  attentive  reader  of  the  earlier 
notion.  This  is  to  be  found  in  the  remarkable 
passage  in  the  second  book,  where  Baoon,  treating 
of  natural  analogies,  touches  cursorily  upon  the 
analogies  between  the  sciences,  and  uses  the  yery 
examples  by  which  he  previously  sought  to  illus- 
trate his  idea  of  the  phihsophia  prima*  This  fact 
will  serve  as  an  index  to  the  truth.  Fundamental 
Philosophy,  in  Bacon's  sense  of  the  word,  is  nothing 
but  the  idea  of  analogy  applied  to  the  sciences. 
Now,  what  are  natural  analogies?  The  first 
steps  that  lead  to  the  unity  of  nature.  What, 
in  Bacon's  sense,  is  the  proposed  Fundamental 
Philosophy  ?  The  unity  of  all  the  sciences.  Ba- 
con seeks  this  unity  by  the  same  method  of  ana^- 
logy.  Not  on  dialectical^  but  on  real  grounds, 
should  the  universal  predicates  of  things  (such  as 
much  and  little,  like  and  different,  possible  and 
impossible,  essential  and  contingent,  &c.)  be 
determined.  And  here  he  unquestionably  desig- 
nates analogy  as  the  guiding  point  of  view.  For  it 
is  only  by  the  idea  of  analogy  that  tiie  oppositions 
in  nature  can  be  reconciled,  and  things  regarded 
as  belonging  to  a  graduated  series.  Only  under 
the  guidance  of  this  idea,  could  Bacon  determine 
the   universal    predicates.     **  There    has    been 

*  BothinUie''Adtaiiceiiieiit''aiid«*DeAiigmeiitte.'*— J.O. 
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much  talk  about  the  similar  and  the  different,  but 
it  has  not  been  sufficiently  considered  how  nature 
combines  both,  always  uniting  different  species  by 
means  of  intermediate  formations,  such  as,  for 
instances,  he  introduces  between  plants  and  fishes, 
fishes  and  birds,  birds  and  quadrupeds,"  &c.* 

If  now  we  consider  the  matter  closely,  and— 
what  is  necessary  in  all  cases,  especially  with 
Bacon — compare  the  philosopher  with  himself, 
we  arrive  at  the  following  explanation  of  the 
Fundamental  Philosophy  projected  by  Bacon. 
From  natural  causes  there  is  in  all  things  a 
harmony  or  a  conformity,  and  therefore  a  science 
in  which  all  sciences  agree.  From  the  point  of 
view  afforded  by  analogy  the  things  in  their  infinite 
variety  will  appear  as  degrees  of  a  scale.  That  the 
aggregate  of  things,  from  the  humblest  of  creatures 
to  the  Deity  himself  forms  a  regular  ascending 
scale, — this  is  the  profound  thought  that  Bacon 
without  doubt  entertained,  that  lay  at  the  basis 
of  his  Fundamental  Philosophy,  and  that  im- 
pelled him  to  seek  analogies  everywhere,  both  in 
things  and  sciences.  Had  Bacon  more  clearly 
seen  the  import  of  this  thought,  reduced  it  to  a 
principle,  and  pursued  it  to  its  consequences ;  he 
would  have  been  the  English  Leibnitz,  and  not 

This  is  not  m  qnotation,  Imt  a  condeniatioii  of  a  pMsage 
that  occon  In  -  D©  Augmentis,"  UL  1. 
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the  antipode  of  Aristotle.  For  both  Aristotle 
and  Leibnitz  regarded  the  world  as  a  scale  of 
natural  formations  or  entekchies.  Nor  could  even 
Bacon  have  wished  to  carry  out  any  other  thought 
in  a  science  which  he  called  the  parent  of  the 
rest.  It  may^  too^  be  repeatedly  remarked  that 
his  opposition  to  Aristotle  recedes  more  into  the 
background,  where  the  idea  of  a  Fundamental 
Philosophy  is  brought  prominently  forward,  as 
in  the  books  on  the  advancement  of  science*, 
whereas  this  same  opposition  is  most  sharply  pro- 
minent where  the  idea  of  analogy  only  takes  a 
secondary  place  among  the  expedients  of  the 
Baconian  method,  as  in  the  **  Novum  Organum.'' 
It  is  therefore  certain  that  in  the  mind  of  Bacon 
this  idea  preceded  the  elaboration  of  his  method ; 
it  is  certain  that  the  same  thought,  which,  in  the 
Encyclopaedia,  is  to  originate  a  fundamental  sci- 
ence, and  form  an  axiom  of  axioms,  was  satisfied 
in  the  '^Organum"  with  the  subordinate  part 
of  an  expedient.  If  Bacon  says  here  that  the 
analogies  form  the  first  and  lowest  step  towards 
the  unity  of  all  things,  what  other  idea  could  he 
lay  at  the  foundation  of  a  science  which,  accord- 
ing to  his  view,  was  to  constitute  the  trunk  of  the 
others, — the  "first  philosophy?*' 


^  Thftt  ifl,  the  **  AdTancement"  ftnd  the  *<De  Augmentis."— 
J.O. 
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n.  Natural  Tseoloqt 

Seeks  to  deduce  the  knowledge  of  God  from 
natural  causes;  contemplates  lum  through  the 
medium  of  things,  and  thus  receives  but  an  im- 
perfect and  obecnre  semblance  of  his  true  essence, 
seeing  his  image  broken,  as  we  see  our  own 
when  it  is  reflected  in  water.  Not  by  the  laws 
of  nature,  but  only  by  the  mirades  of  revelation, 
can  God  be  made  manifest  in  his  true  preterm 
natural  essence.  Hence  the  true  knowledge  of  God 
is  not  possible  by  natural,  but  only  by  revealed 
theology.  Since,  then,  religion  and  futh  can  only 
be  based  on  the  true  copy  of  God  in  man,  it  fol- 
lows that  they  completely  coiniude  with  revealed 
theol<^7,  and  have  nothing  in  common  with  tlie 
natural.  The  boundary  between  revealed  and 
natural  theology  is,  with  Bacon,  a  boimdary  like- 
wise between  revelation  and  nature,  religion  and 
philosophy,  futh  and  science.  This  boundary 
science  must  never  overstep,  but  must  remun 
mindful  of  the  words :  "  Give  unto  faith  what 
is  faith's ; "  by  which  Bacon  onoe  for  all  gets  rid 
ftf  svonr  nn.«K;i:*«  «f  ^  bordef-waT,  and  comes  to 
I  futh.'     Science  can  do 

lie  (niginkl  which  enn  souvely  Im 
dem  Qlanben  weniger  uueluudu^ 
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religion  no  poeitivej  but  only  negative  serrice; 
it  can  neither  prove  nor  make  religion^  but 
only  prevent  its  opposite.  Natural  philosophy 
cannot  found  faith,  but  merely  refute  infidelity. 
So  far  does  it  extend ;  no  further.  It  perceives 
the  image  of  God  in  nature ;  which  will  suffice 
against  atheism,  but  not  for  religion.  If  the 
boundary  line  between  religion  and  philosophy  is 
obliterated,  if  one  encroaches  on  the  other,  both 
wiU  go  astray.  Beligion,  when  it  dabbles  with 
science,  becomes  heterodox; ;  science,  when  it 
mixes  itself  up  with  religion,  becomes  fimtastical, 
so  that,  on  the  one  hand,  there  is  a  heretical 
religion,  and,  on  the  other,  a  fantastical  philo^ 
sophy,  as  inevitable  consequences  when  faith 
and  science,  revealed  and  natural  theology  flow 
into  each  other.  They  should  be  kept  apart ;  for 
every  union  leads  to  confusion  on  both  sides. 
When  therefore  Bacon,  in  the  first  book  of  his 
work  ''De  Augmentis,"  tells  the  king  that  a 
sl^ht  taste  from  the  cup  of  philosophy  may  per- 
haps lead  to  atheism,  but  that  a  fuller  draught 
will  bring  back  to  religion,  certainly  no  such 
virtue  lies  in  the  cup  of  the  Baconian  philosophy. 
Indeed,  Bacon  himself  was  very  far  firom  fulfilling, 
in  the  last  of  his  books,  ''De  Augmentis,**  what 
he  had  promised  by  that  assertion.    The  maxim*, 

*  In  the  **  AdTancement "  it  ftands  thus: — **  It  is  an  aisamed 
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which  has  been  quoted  over  and  over  again,  may 
be  set  down  among  those  figures  of  speech  that 
always  halt,  and  that  should  never  be  quoted  in 
earnest,  when,  as  in  this  case,  they  are  supported 
by  nothing  deepen 

III  Natural  PnttOSOPHT 

Seeks  the  knowledge  of  things  from  natural 
causes,  and  an  apprehension  of  the  effective 
power  of  nature  makes  us  capable  of  producing 
similar  effects  ourselves  as  soon  as  the  material 
conditions  are  at  our  command.  The  knowledge 
of  causes  is  called  by  Bacon  theoretical  or  specu- 
lative natural  philosophy  ;  the  production  of  ef- 
fects by  our  own  exertions,  practical  or  operative. 
The  former  of  these  is  the  basis  of  the  latter. 
The  former  leads  from  experience  to  axioms,  the 
latter  from  axioms  to  inventions ;  the  direction  of 
the  former  is  upwards,  that  of  the  latter  down- 
wards.    In  this  sense  Bacon  calls  the  theoretical 


truth  and  a  conclusion  of  experience,  that  a  little  or  superficial 
knowledge  of  philosophj  may  incline  the  mind  of  man  to 
atheism ;  but  a  further  proceeding  therein  doth  bring  the  mind 
back  again  to  religion."  In  •«  De  Augmentis,"  thus :— "  Quin 
potitts  certissimum  est,  atque  experientia  comprobatum,  leves 
gustus  in  philosophia  moyere  fortasse  ad  Atheismum,  sed 
pleniores  haustos  ad  religionem  redncere."  The  fignratire  mode 
of  expression,  it  will  be  obserred,  belongs  to  the  latter  only.— 
J.O. 
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natural  philosophy^  the  ascending  (ascensaria) ; 
the  practical^  the  descending  (deacensaria,)^ 


1.   THBOBBTIOIL  VATUBAL  PHIL06OPHT 

Investigates  the  (natural)  causes  of  things;  but 
these  causes  may  be  of  two  kinds,  either  blind 
(mechanical),  efficient  causes  {causa  efficientes),  or 
final  causes  (causce  Jlnales),  The  former  are  re- 
ferable to  (natural  or  mechanical)  causality,  the 
latter  to  teleology,  as  their  respective  points  of 
view.  The  former  is  called  by  Bacon,  '*  Physique," 
the  latter,  "  Metaphysique. "  Thus,  with  Bacon, 
physics  and  metaphysics  do  not  differ  as  to  their 
objects,  but  as  to  the  points  of  view  from  which 
they  are  regarded.  Both  are  natural  philosophy ; 
the  objects  of  both  are  the  same  natural  pheno- 
mena contemplated  from  different  points  of  view. 
Physics  investigate  the  material  of  things  and 
their  efficient  forces,  Metaphysics  the  forms  of 
things  and  their  fitness  to  an  end.  f  They  con- 
template different  sides  of  the  same  nature ;  the 
former,  matter  and  force;  the  latter,  form  and 
purpose. 


•  Compwe  "  De  Aogment"  IIL  3. 

t  **  FhTsica  est  qiuB  inquirit  de  efBciente  et  materia ;  meta* 
phyfica  qiue  de  forma  et  fine."— l>e  Augm,  UL  4. 
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Farsica 

Investigate  bodies ;  — the  objects  of  this  science 
are  inherent  in  matter^  and  therefore  transitory. 
Nevertheless  the  corporeal  world  is  a  compound 
whole,  and  this  whole  consists  of  an  infinite 
variety  of  individual  formations.  Unity  and 
variety  are  therefore  the  two  great  aspects  under 
which  nature  presents  herself  as  a  whole.  Her 
unity  consists  of  those  elements  that  are  common 
to  all  bodies,  and  in  the  fabric  of  the  universe 
which  comprises  all  bodies;  her  unity  is  un- 
folded in  individuals, — in  the  difierent  bodies 
and  their  peculiarities.  Thus  Physics  are  divided 
into  three  parts,  containing  the  doctrines  of  ele- 
ments, of  the  fabric  of  the  universe,  and  of  the 
various  bodies.  These  last  are  again  susceptible 
of  a  twofold  division.  They  are  concrete  indivi- 
duals that  may  be  ranged  in  genera,  species,  &c, 
and  at  the  same  time  we  find  among  them  certain 
qualities  common  to  many  or  all  of  them,  such  as 
figure,  motion,  weight,  warmth,  light,  and  so  on. 
Hence  Bacon  divides  Physics,  as  the  special  science 
of  bodies,  into  the  concrete  and  the  abstract. 
Concrete  physics  investigate  individual  concrete 
bodies,  such  as  plants,  animals,  &c. ;  and  abstract 
physics  the  general  physical  qualities,  such  as 
heat,  gravity,  &c 


PHYSICAL  ASTBONOHT.  257 

Physics^  as  saoh^   form  a  medium  between 
natural  history  and  metaphysics.     Concrete  phy- 
sics border  more  closely  upon  natural  history, 
abstract  physics  upon  metaphysics.      Moreover, 
Physics  is  subject  to  the  same  division*  as  na- 
tural history,  explaining  the  objects  which  the 
latter   merely  describes.      Here   Bacon  misses, 
above  all,  the  Physics  of  the  heavenly  bodies* 
There  is  only  a  mathematical  sketch  of  their  out- 
ward form,  no  physical  theory  of  their  causes  and 
effects.     We  want  a  physical  Astronomy,  which 
Bacon,  in  distinction  from  the  mathematical,  calls 
"  Kvinff  ^  a  pbysical  Astrology,  which,  in  distinc- 
tion from  superstitious  Astrology,  he  calls  ^^saneJ* 
By  living  Astronomy  {AHronotnia  viva)  Bacon 
denotes  a  right  understanding  of  the  grounds 
of  the  celestial  phenomena,  the  causes  of  their 
form  and  motion ;  by  sane  Astrology  {Astroloffia 
sana)y  a  right  understanding  of  the  effects  and 
influences  of  the  stars  upon  the  earth  and  earthly 
bodies.     These  effects  are  in  all  cases  natural, 
never  fatalistic.      The  heavenly  bodies  do  not 
determine  the  destinies  of  the  world; — in  this 
superstition  consists  the  folly  of  Astrology,  as  it 


*  That  is  to  say,  with  regard  to  the  matters  treated.  **  Fhysica 
atttem  coocreta  eaadem  snbit  dlTisionemf  qnarn  historia  naturalis ; 
at  sit  yel  circa  Ccelestia,  vel  circa  Meteora,  yel  circa  globum 
terns  et  maria." — De  Augm,  UL  4. — J.  O. 
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has  hitherto  existed ;  —  but  they  exercise^  as  in 
the  case  of  the  sun  and  moon,  a  physical  influence 
upon  the  earth,  which  is  manifested  in  change  of 
season,  the  tides,  &c.  Such  influences  should  be 
explained;  we  should  learn  what  is  the  nature 
of  their  power,  what  bodies  are  affected  by  them, 
and  how  far  their  operation  extend^. 

Metapbtsics 

Investigate  the  final  causes  of  things,  and  there- 
fore consist  in  a  teleological  interpretation  of 
nature.  Bacon  likes  to  compare  sciences  with 
pyramids;  they  rise  from  the  broad  plain  of 
history  and  experience  to  laws,  which  ascend 
higher  and  higher,  until  they  reach  their  summit 
in  the  highest  law,  as  the  unity  of  the  whole. 
Natural  philosophy  may  be  r^arded  under  this 
image.  Its  broad  base  is  natural  history;  then 
come  physics,  gradually  ascending,  and  the  sum- 
mit ia  formed  by  metaphysics*,  as  the  science  of 
formal  and  final  causes. 

The  Baconian  metaphysics  so  far  agree  with 
the  Platonic  that  they  r^ard  the  forms  of  things, 
and  so  far  with  the  Aristotelian  that  they  give  a 
teleological  interpretation  of  nature  ;  but  are  dis- 
tingoished  from  both,  inasmuch  as  they  are  meant 

*  C€miwre*'De  Augment"  m.  4.;  also*AdTmnccmeiit»''IL 
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for  nothing  more  than  speculative  physics.  They 
are  not  the  ''fundamental  philosophy."  In  the 
structure  of  the  pyramids  Bacon  finds  a  symbol 
for  the  scale  of  things :  ''  Everything  ascends  to 
unity  according  to  a  certain  scale. "  This  thought, 
which  Bacon  considers  profound  and  excellent, 
even  in  the  mouths  of  Parmenides  and  Plato,  is 
the  basis  of  his  ''  fundamental  philosophy,**  which 
contemplates  the  scale  of  aU  things,  whereas  meta- 
physics comprehend  only  that  part  of  it  that  is 
occupied  by  the  scale  of  natural  things.  If  sciences 
form  scales  like  things,  metaphysics  stand  at  the 
highest  degree  of  physics. 

Bacon  draws  a  distinction  between  the  forms 
and  the  ends  of  nature,  and  makes  the  explana- 
tion of  them  the  subject  of  the  two  departments 
of  metaphysics.  By  "  forms  "  he  means  nothing 
more  than  permanent  causes.  They  are  efficient 
causes,  elevated  into  the  farm  of  universality. 
That  which  produces  heat,  in  every  case,  is  called 
by  Bacon  the  form  of  heat.  The  form  of  white  is 
that  which,  in  every  case,  causes  bodies  to  appear 
white.  Thus  the  forms  of  nature,  to  use  the  lan- 
guage of  Bacon,  are  the  last  true  differences  to 
which  the  conditions  of  natural  phenomena  may 
be  reduced ;  the  factors  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  qualities  of  bodies.  These  qualities  are  in* 
vestigated  by  abstract  physics,  which  therefore 

8  8 
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border  on  the  region  of  metaphysics*  To  speak 
accurately,  abstract  physics  necessarily  merge  into 
metaphysics;  for  they  seek  the  conditions  under 
which,  in  every  case,  physical  qualities  are  exhi- 
bited. If  these  conditions  are  shown,  physical 
science  has  abstracted  from  the  individual  bodies, 
and  has  set  up  a  law  without  a  material  substra- 
tum ;  that  is  to  say,  an  incorporeal  form.  Thus 
it  passes  into  the  region  of  metaphysics. 

But,  in  the  explanation  of  natural  ends,  the 
metaphysical  is  distinguished  from  the  physical 
point  of  view.  The  distinction  must,  according 
to  Bacon,  be  made  with  the  utmost  accuracy,  and 
most  vigorously  preserved.  That  this  distinction 
between  the  metaphysical  and  physical  modes  of 
interpretation  was  not  considered  before  his  time 
is,  in  his  eyes,  the  first  indication  of  scientific 
confusion,  which,  as  he  rightly  thinks,  is  the  same 
thing  as  scientific  calamity  {^philosophica  calamiiaty 
On  this  account  there  was  no  genuine  and  fertile 
philosophy  of  nature.  As  science  generally  be- 
comes fantastical  when  it  is  mingled  with  theo- 
logy, so  do  physics  become  sterile  and  impure  by 
a  mixture  with  metaphysics.  ^*  The  excursions  of 
final  causes,"  says  Bacon,  'Mnto  the  limits  of 
physical  causes  hath  bred  a  vastness  and  solitude 
in  that  track."  *     The  purification  of  physics  con- 

•  "*  AdTancement.'*    Also  <«  De  AagmentiC  IIL  4. 
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sists  in  the  banishment  of  final  causes  to  the 
region  of  metaphysics.  The  teleological  point  of 
▼iew  is  not  to  be  rejected  altogether,  but  merely 
restricted  in  its  application ;  it  is  not  even  to  be 
opposed  to  the  physical  point  of  view,  but  merely 
kept  distinct  from  it.  Neither  absolutely  excludes 
the  other ;  indeed  they  are  quite  capable  of  recon- 
ciliation. That  which,  from  one  point  of  view, 
appears  as  the  mere  eflTect  of  blind  powers, — why 
should  it  not,  from  another  point,  appear  useful 
and  conducive  to  an  end?  No  one  will  deny 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  eyelids  with  their  lashes 
serve  to  protect  the  eye ;  that  the  hides  of  beasts, 
by  their  firmness,  act  as  a  guard  agtunst  heat  and 
cold;  that  the  legs  serve  to  support  the  body. 
But  every  one  can  see  that  explanations  of  this 
kind  are  quite  out  of  place  in  physics;  for  the 
physical  question  is  not  "What  is  the  use  of 
eyelashes?"  but  "Why  do  hairs  grow  on  this 
particular  spot?"  "Pilosity  is  incident  to  the  ori- 
fices of  moisture"  —  such  is  the  physical  answer. 
Manifestly  it  is  not  the  end  or  aim  of  moisture  to 
provide  an  expedient  for  the  protection  of  the 
eyes.  Just  as  little  does  cold,  when  it  contracts 
the  pores  of  the  skin,  and  then  causes  its  hard- 
ness, purpose  to  protect  animals  against  the  in- 
fluences of  temperature.  The  physical  explana- 
tions are  very  different  from  the  teleological.  But 

•  s 
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are  they  therefore  contradictory  ?  Does  the  cause 
prevent  its  effect  from  being  useful  for  some  pur- 
pose foreign  to  the  cause  ?  Till  we  convert  the 
use  of  the  effect  into  its  cause,  no  confusion  arises. 
It  is  against  this  confusion  that  Bacon  directs  his 
efforts;  to  throw  a  light  upon  the  subject,  he 
separates  (what  should  not  have  been  combined) 
the  causa  efficiens  from  the  caiLsa  Jinalis,  the  me-> 
chanical  from  the  teleological  interpretation  of 
things,  physics  from  metaphysics.  The  former 
show  a  nature  conformed  to  laws,  the  latter  a 
nature  conformed  to  certain  ends.  The  latter 
ultimately  points  to  a  fore-seeing  intelligence  that 
with  wise  economy  guides  and  orders  the  blind 
operation  of  the  natural  powers ;  and  thus  meta- 
physics afford  a  prospect,  the  further  pursuit  of 
which  is  left  to  natural  theology.  Thus  is  natural 
theology  based  upon  metaphysics,  as  metaphysics 
upon  physics,  and  physics  upon  natural  history. 

2.    PSAOnClL  HATXnUL  PmLOBOPHT 

Is  divided  into  mechanics  and  natural  magic 
The  former  are  practical  physics,  the  latter  prac- 
tical metaphysics  or  the  applied  theory  of  natural 
forms.  Bacon  under  this  head  misses  both  theory 
and  practice ;  he  mentions  a  natural  magic,  as  he 
has  already  mentioned  a  '*  sane  astrology,*"  as  a 
desideratum.     He  wished  to  distinguish  the  latter 
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from  superstitious  astrologyi  and  in  the  same 
manner  he  distinguishes  natural  magic  from  the 
ordinary  and  frivolous  sort,  with  which  he  classes 
alchemy  and  other  dreams  that  have  amused 
mankind  from  the  earliest  ages.  Bacon  very 
often  speaks  of  the  alchemists,  especially  when 
he  means  to  give  an  example  of  the  ordinary 
empirists  with  their  uncritical  and  unmethodical 
way  of  proceeding.  Without  having  themselves 
pursued  a  scientific  object,  they  have  paved  the 
way  to  physics  and  chemistry  by  means  of  their 
researches.  Bacon  ingeniously  compares  them 
With  those  sons  in  the  fable,  whose  father  be-* 
queathed  them  a  treasure  in  the  vineyard  for 
which  they  had  to  seek.  They  dug  round  the 
vineyard  without  finding  the  gold,  but  by  their 
researches  they  had  tilled  the  fertile  soil,  and  the 
harvest  proved  to  be  the  promised  treasure. 

Natural  magic,  in  Bacon's  sense  of  the  word, 
18  the  application  of  the  knowledge  of  nature. 
Granted  that  we  have  learned  the  forms  of 
nature,  the  qualities  of  bodies  and  their  ultimate 
conditions,  the  possibility  arises,  as  far  as  theory 
is  concerned,  of  producing  these  qualities  our- 
selves, and  operating  creatively  like  nature.  If 
now  to  the  theoretic  is  added  the  practical  possi- 
bility— namely,  material  means — as  the  necessary 
vehicles  of  effectiveness,  natural  miracles,  as  it 

•  4 
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were^  will  be  the  result  We  need  not  decide 
(according  to  Bacon)  whether  what  the  alchemiBts 
Bought  was  attainable  or  not ;  at  all  events  their 
method  was  wrong.  Before  we  try  to  make  gold 
we  must  become  acquainted  with  the  natural 
forms  of  gold^  and  all  the  conditions  upon  which 
these  qualities  infallibly  appear.  The  triumphs 
of  mechanical  and  chemical  invention  in  our  own 
times  accomplish  and  at  the  same  time  explun 
the  problems  which  Bacon  conceived  under  the 
name  of  natural  magic,  and  reconmiended  to  the 
future.  "  'VMien  magic,^  says  Bacon,  **  is  com* 
bined  with  science,  this  natural  magic  will  ac- 
complish deeds  that  will  bear  to  the  earlier  super* 
stitious  experiments  the  same  relation  that  the 
real  acts  of  Ctesar  bear  to  the  imaginary  ex- 
ploits of  King  Arthur ;  that  is  to  say,  they  will 
be  as  deeds  to  tales,  where  more  is  done  by  the 
former  than  dreamed  in  the  latter. '^  * 

As  aids  to  inventive  natural  science.  Bacon 
desires  a  history  of  human  discoveries,  which 
shall  render  especially  prominent  all  that  has 
appeared  impossible  to  man ;  and  also,  for  con- 
venient survey,  a  list  of  useful  experiments  (ca- 
talogua  polychrestorumy 


*  Thii  passage  if  not  to  be  foand  in  Bacon  as  it  stands  here, 
but  it  is  formed  from  expressions  in  **  De  Augmentis,**  III.  5., 
which  also  occur  in  the  ''Advancement.'' — J.  O. 
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3.  XATHBMATICS, 

With  Bacon,  do  not  form  an  independent  but  a 
supplementary  science ;  they  are  an  aid  to  natural 
philosophy.  Pure  mathematics  consist  of  geo- 
metry and  arithmetic,  the  knowledge  of  figures 
and  numbers,  of  continuous  and  discrete  quan- 
tities, —  in  a  word,  they-  are  the  knowledge  of 
nature  or  of  abstract  quantity.  But  quantity  is 
among  the  forms  of  nature ;  therefore  mathe- 
matics (in  Bacon's  sense  of  the  word)  belong  to 
the  knowledge  of  natural  forms,  that  is,  to 
metaphysics.  Their  scientific  value  lies  in  their 
contribution  to  the  interpretation  of  nature. 
Their  position  is  similar  to  that  which  Bacon 
assigns  to  logic.  Both  are  subordinate  to  natural 
philosophy,  from  which  both  have  unjustifiably 
separated  themselves,  so  as  to  assume  an  inde- 
pendent rank  of  their  own.  Both,  therefore, 
must  be  so  connected  anew  with  the  physical 
sciences  as  to  become  mere  aids  to  the  latter. 
Thus  we  have  a  striking  illustration  of  the 
difierence  between  the  Baconian  and  the  Greek 
mode  of  thought  The  forms  of  the  Platonic 
metaphysics  were  ideals  or  antitypes,  those  of  the 
Baconian  metaphysics  are  powers.  Plato  con- 
sidered mathematics  the  portico  of  metaphysics ; 
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Bacon  regarded  them  as  a  mere  aid  and  ap* 
pendiz. 

IV.  Anthropologt, 

As  the  science  of  man,  in  the  more  extended 
sense  of  the  word,  embraces  everything  human* 
It  treats  of  human  nature  and  human  society, 
whence  it  may  be  divided  into  psychology  and 
politics.  Before  it  enters  upon  the  separate 
divisions  of  human  nature,  it  regards  their  un- 
divided unity  from  two  points  of  view. 

In  the  first  place  it  estimates  the  condition  of 
humanity,  with  respect  to  its  dignity  and  indignity, 
its  greatness  and  its  wretchedness,  its  bright  and 
shadowy  sides.  A  description  of  the  latter  is  not 
set  down  by  Bacon  among  his  desiderata  ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  finds  that  human  misery  is  sufficiently 
illustrated  by  a  copious  literature  of  philosophical 
and  theological  writings,  and,  as  it  seems,  has  no 
desire  to  increase  such  '*  sweet  and  wholesome  "* 
recreation.  He  would  rather,  like  Hiero  (accord- 
ing to  Pindar)  pluck  the  blossoms  of  human 
virtue,  and  introduce  the  science  of  man  with 
a  description  of  what  is  great  in  humanity,  con- 
firmed by  examples  from  history.  He  would 
decorate  the  porch  of  anthropology  with  statues 

•  "  Rm  et  dttlciB  •imol  et  aalubrii."— 2>e  Auffm.  IV.  1.,  p.  581. 
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of  the  "  smnmities  "  of  the  human  race.  Every 
great  deed  effected  bj  the  power  of  the  human 
mind  and  the  human  will,  as  manifested  in  the 
heroes  of  every  time  and  tendency^  should  here 
be  brought  before  us  by  abundant  examples. 

The  second  point  of  view,  which  is  more  inti- 
mately connected  with  anthropology,  refers  to  the 
unity  of  the  human  individual,  to  the  relation 
between  the  soul  and  the  body,  as  a  consequence 
of  which  the  soul  expresses  itself  by  means  of  the 
body,  while  the  body  reacts  by  impressions  upon 
the  soul.  With  reference  to  the  body,  considered 
as  an  expression  of  the  soul.  Bacon  here  gives 
the  idea  of  a  physiognomy  —  a  science  that, 
towards  the  end  of  the  following  century,  was 
elaborated  in  such  a  surprising  manner  by 
Lavater.  Bacon  approximates  closely  to  La* 
vater's  system.  He  desires  a  new  physiognomy, 
based  upon  real  facts  and  observations,  without 
chiromantic  dreams  or  anything  of  the  sort* 
Aristotle's  notion  of  physiognomy  was  very  im- 
perfect. Not  only  are  the  peculiarities  of  the 
soul  expressed  in  the  fixed  lineaments  of  the 
body,  but  still  more  are  the  inclinations  and 
passions  expressed  by  the  gestures,  by  the  mov- 
able parts  of  the  human  face,  especially  the 
moutL  Thus  expressions  that  have  become  habi- 
tual and  permanent  in  the  countenance  funush 
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the  plainest  index  of  the  soul  and  its  inclina- 
tions^ being,  as  it  were,  the  involuntary  language 
of  the  soul.  This  language,  according  to  Bacon, 
it  is  the  office  of  true  physiognomy  to  decipher 
and  to  solve.  In  dreams,  too.  Bacon  discovered 
a  secret  correspondence  between  the  soul  and  the 
body;  he  despises  the  pretensions  of  ordinary 
interpreters  of  dreams,  but  he  shows  how  cer* 
tain  states  of  the  body  correspond  to  certain 
dreams,  and  vice  verscL* 

1.  PHTSIOLOOT, 

Applied  to  human  life,  appears  to  Bacon  less  a 
science  than  an  art,  the  object  of  which  is  cor- 
poreal well-being,  with  respect  to  health,  beauty, 
strength,  and  enjoyment.  This  technical  or  prac- 
tical science  of  the  human  body  may  be  divided 
accordingly  into  medicine,  **  cosmetique,"  **ath- 
letique,"  and  **art  voluptuary."  Among  the 
means  of  producing  sensual  gratification  Bacon 
enumerates  the  arts  that  delight  the  eye  and  the 
ear,  as  painting  and  music.  This  view  of  the 
fine  arts  was  as  unsatisfactory  and  unexalted  as 
his  view  of  poetry;  and  the  ssthelical  theories 
that  followed  in  the  same  direction  merely 
elaborated  the  view,  so  as  to  render  it  clear  and 
better  defined,  but  scarcely  elevated  it  at  alL 

•  "  I>e  Angmcntis,"  IV.  1.,  p.  584. 
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Bacon  is  chiefly  interested  about  mediciney  as 
the  Bcience  that  most  contributes  or  ought  to 
contribute  to  the  corporeal  benefit  of  man.  He 
sees  plainly  enough  that  the  sister  of  this  useful 
science  is  quackery,  just  as  Circe  was  the  sister 
of  ^sculapius.  From  this  relationship  he  would 
free  medicine.  With  respect  to  all  the  sciences 
he  reflects  how  they  are  to  be  purified  from  their 
Tain  and  superstitious  dross,  and  by  the  removal 
of  the  morbid  material  be  rendered  intellectually 
sound.  This  was  his  purpose  in  the  cases  of 
astrology,  magic,  and  physiology,  and  now  he  has 
the  same  design  with  regard  to  medicine.  This 
science  should  preserve  health,  heal  sickness, 
lengthen  life,  and  is  therefore  to  be  divided  into 
disdtetics,  pathology,  and  macrobiotics.  To  the 
last,  which  he  misses  among  the  medical  sciences 
of  his  day,  he  attaches  the  greatest  importance, 
proposing  the  problem  which,  among  the  Germans, 
Hufeland  endeavoured  to  solve.  For  the  ad- 
vancement of  pathology  Bacon  desires  an  accurate 
history  of  diseases,  comparative  anatomy,  and  — 
in  the  interests  of  science — vivisection.  It  seems 
to  him  a  great  mark  of  over-precipitancy  and  care- 
lessness that  science  has,  without  further  inquiry, 
pronounced  so  many  diseases  incurable.  If  death 
is  not  to  be  prevented,  physicians  should  never- 
theless take  pains  to  render  it  easier.   The  allevia- 
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tlon  of  the  pains  of  deaths  that  gentle  decease, 
which  Bacon  styles  our  *'  external  euthanasia,^* 
is  proposed  bj  him  as  a  special  problem  for 
medical  science. 

2.  F8TCHOL0OT 

Refers  to  the  human  soul  considered  apart,  and 
is  occupied  with  its  nature  and  powers.  Bacon 
distinguishes  the  soul,  with  respect  to  its  sub- 
stances, into  the  sensible  and  rationaL  The 
former  is  naturally  produced,  the  latter  super- 
naturally  inspired,  imparted  to  man  from  without 
by  the  Divine  breath.  In  a  similar  manner 
Aristotle  made  a  distinction  between  the  passive 
and  active  intellect  (yovs  iraOrjTuco^  and  iroirjrucof), 
making  the  latter  enter  from  without  {BvpoBev) 
into  man.  Hence,  with  Bacon,  the  mind  cannot 
be  explained  on  natural  grounds,  and  conse- 
quently the  science  of  the  mind  does  not  belong 
to  psychology,  but  to  theology,  which,  through 
revelation,  apprehends  supernatural  causes.  Bacon 
himself  makes  an  admission,  which  is  of  the  highest 
importance  to  those  who  would  form  a  judgment 
of  his  philosophy ;  namely,  that  it  is  incapable  of 
explaining  the  mind.  We  may  add  that  this 
incapability,  which  is  here  rightly  attributed  to 
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the  Baconian  philosophy,  may  be  extended  to 
realistic  philosophy  in  generaL  Bacon  does  not 
deny  the  mind.*  To  deny  the  mind  dogmatically. 
Bacon  had  too  much  mind  himself,  and  too  little 
self-denial.  But,  in  a  few  words,  he  declares  that 
the  mind  is  incomprehensible;  he  transfers  the 
idea  of  mind  from  the  sphere  of  science  into  that 
of  religion,  with  which  science  holds  no  com- 
munication ;  he  makes  between  the  sensible  and 
rational  soul  a  hiatus^  which,  by  his  own  avowal, 
he  is  compelled  to  make.  Thus  with  Bacon  the 
mind  is  an  inexplicable,  and  the  soulf  is  a 
corporeal  substance,  which  has  its  local  seat  in 
the  brain,  and  is  only  invisible  on  account  of  its 
subtlety;  the  mind  is  referred  to  the  Deity, 
the  soul  to  the  body.  Thus,  as  far  as  spirit 
(or  mind)  and  body  —  the  Deity  and  the  world 
—  are  concerned.  Bacon  entertains  a  dualism 
similar  to  that  of  Descartes.  But  science, 
which  is  ever  impelled  to  search  for  explanations, 
and  everywhere  endeavours  to  find  the  con- 
nection and  unity  of  phenomena,  instinctively 
resists  dualism  in  whatever  shape  it  may  appear. 
Hence    the    following    philosophy,   which    was 


*  ue^  M  m  ipiritaal  saUtance. — J.  O. 

t  The  words  **mind'*(geist)  and  *'soal**  (aeele)  are  here  used 
as  eqairalents  for  the  ''Anima  rationalis'' and'*Anima  irra* 
tionalis"  of  Bacoo« — J.  O. 
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based  upon  Bacon,  sought  to  get  rid  of  that 
dualism  which  Bacon  bad  bequeathed.  To  reoaain 
trae  to  the  princuples  of  Bacon,  and  to  avoid 
dnalism  in  the  interests  of  realistic  thought,  it 
was  oecesaary  either  to  deny  the  existence  of  that 
nund  that  could  not  be  explained,  or  —  what  is 
the  same  thing  —  to  declare  that  It  was  a  cor- 
poreal substance  together  with  the  soul.  Thus 
the  Baconian  philosophy,  as  soon  as  it  revolted 
agunst  its  original  dualism,  necessarily  took  a 
direction  towards  materialism,  analogous  to  the 
movement  of  Cartesianlsm  towards  Spiuoziem. 
Even  Locke  admitted  that  the  mind  was  perhapt 
a  corporeal  substance ;  and  otbere,  who  followed 
him  (especially  in  France),  made  of  that  "  per- 
haps" an  ezcludve  dogm^  As  soon  as  the 
Baconian  philosophy  resigned  itself  to  the  lunits 
of  a  narrow  d<^matic  system,  and,  for  the  sake 
of  consifitency,  contracted  its  sphere  of  vision, 
it  necessarily  hastened  nearer  to  materialism  at 
every  step.  As  the  Cartesian  philosophy,  when 
it  abandons  its  dualism,  is  compelled  to  become 
pantheistic,  so,  with  equal  necessity,  does  the 
Baconian  philosophy,  when  it  abandons  its  dualism 
become  materialistic 

"  nian  philosophy  investigates  the  facul- 
ensible  soul,  and  divides  its  functions 
ry  motion  and  sensation.     But  Bacon 
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distinguishes  the  faculty  of  sense  from  that  of 
perception,  which  he  ascribes  to  all  bodies,  and 
which  is  a  power  similar  to  the  soul,  and  inherent 
in  every  nature.  Bacon  is  manifestly  thinking 
of  the  analogy  between  the  animate  and  inani« 
mate  phenomena  of  nature,  when  he  regards 
perception  as  a  faculty  everywhere  present  as 
distinguished  from  psychic  sensation.  On  no 
other  occasion  does  Bacon  seem  to  speak  so  much 
in  the  spirit  of  Leibnitz.  For  Leibnitz  has 
placed  the  analogy  of  all  beings, — that  funda- 
mental thought  of  his  philosophy, — in  the  '*  Prin- 
cipium  Perceptivum,"  and  distinguished  this  om- 
nipresent power  of  perception  from  sensation 
and  consciousness.  However,  Leibnitz's  idea  of 
perception  is  much  more  elaborated  and  more 
thoroughly  carried  out  than  Bacon's.  Leibnitz 
referred  to  that  energy  directed  towards  a  certain 
end*  (and  therefore  including  the  faculty  of 
representation),  which  is  inherent  in  every  indi- 
viduality, while  Bacon  by  the  word  "  perceptio  ** 
merely  meant  what  is  left  of  perception  after  the 
deduction  of  sensation — that  is  to  say,  mere  recep- 
tivity —  that  disposition  of  a  body  that  renders  it 

^This  long  periphrftsis  represents  **  Zwecktbitige  Kraft." 
Though  the  teleological  riew  of  science  is  emineotljr  popular  in 
England,  onr  language  is  strangely  deficient  in  words  having 
reference  to  final  causes. — J.  O. 
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capable  of  definite  Impressions^  the  peculiar 
faculty  of  attraction  and  repulsion.  A  percep- 
tion of  this  kind  is  found,  for  example,  in  the 
magnet  that  attracts  the  iron,  in  the  flame  that 
darts  toward  the  naphtha,  in  the  air  that  is  to  a 
far  higher  degree  susceptible  of  warmth  and  cold 
than  the  human  organieation,  in  chemical  affini- 
ties, &C.  To  all  these  peculiar  utterances  of 
body  Bacon  saw  analogies  in  the  phenomena  of 
life,  and  therefore  he  designated  their  receptivity 
as  a  species  of  perception.  His  intuitive  view 
of  nature  was  more  lively  than  his  philosophy 
and  the  physical  ideas  belonging  to  it  The 
tendency  of  the  latter  was  rather  to  give  a 
mechanical  explanation  of  the  living  than  to 
perceive  powers  either  living  or  resembling  life 
in  the  mechanical  phenomena  of  nature.  In 
Bacon's  intuitive  views  it  is  obvious  that  his  mind 
does  not  rigidly  follow  the  course  prescribed  by 
the  compass  of  his  method,  but  declines  in 
another  and  an  earlier  direction,  which  had  for  him 
an  involuntary  power  of  attraction.  This  direc- 
tion was  that  of  the  Italian  philosophy  of  na- 
ture, which  had  revived  hylozoism,  —  the  living 
view  of  nature  taken  by  the  Greeks.  In  the 
idea  of  an  eternally  living  matter,  the  Italian 
philosophers,  as  Bacon  thought,  came  int0  con- 
tact with  the  Greeks  —  Telesius  with  Farme- 
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nides  and  Democritus.  Here  also  Bacon  hiin-> 
self  was  in  contact  with  the  physical  spirit  of  his 
immediate  predecessors.  Everywhere  open  to 
the  future,  his  philosophy  was  not  entirely  closed 
against  the  past.  In  some  passages  the  natural 
philosophy  of  the  Italians  shines  with  its  poetical 
twilight  into  that  of  Bacon;  and  an  accurate 
knowledge  of  the  relation  of  Bacon  to  his  Italian 
predecessors  would  amply  repay  a  special  investi* 
gation.  But  for  this  purpose  the  point  of  view 
must  be  taken  within  the  sphere  of  the  Italian 
natural  philosophy,  upon  which  we  cannot  enlarge 
here.  We  content  ourselves  with  the  cursory 
remark  that  a  congenial  description  of  the  transi- 
tion period  between  the  scholastic  age  and 
modem  times  is  yet  a  desideratum.  What  has 
hitherto  been  written  on  this  subject  scarcely 
reaches  the  surface  of  the  matter. 

The  faculties  of  the  human  soul  are  the  under^ 
standing  and  the  will,  with  their  different  species. 
Would  we  know  the  use  and  objects  of  these 
faculties,  our  instructor  with  regard  to  the  un- 
derstanding is  logic, — with  regard  to  the  will, 
ethics*  Lo^c  and  ethics  are  therefore  branches 
of  psychology.* 

•  De  Aagment  Scient.  IT.  3. 
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3.   LOGIC, 

As  the  science  that  teaches  the  right  use  of  the 
understanding,  has  as  manj  parts  as  the  under- 
standing has  functions.  Its  office  is  so  to  under- 
stand and  represent  things^  that  they  become 
intelligible  to  others.  We  learn  to  imderstand 
things  when  we  discern  what  is  previously  un- 
known, retain  and  judge  what  is  known.  Thus 
invention,  judgment,  retention,  and  ''  tradition " 
are  the  functions  of  the  understanding,  and  into 
so  many  parts  is  logic  divided.  Invention  and 
judgment  belong  to  the  understanding,  properly  so 
called,  retention  to  the  memory,  '*  tradition  **  to 
discourse  oral  and  written.  The  art  of  thinking 
—  that  is,  of  inventing  and  judging — is  logic, 
properly  so  called ;  the  art  of  memory  is  termed 
mnemonics,  the  art  of  discourse  rhetoric. 

The  inventive  understanding  is  the  proper  or- 
gan of  science.  On  the  right  use  of  this  faculty 
rests  all  the  weal,  and  on  its  neglect  all  the  woe, 
of  science.  Inventive  logic  is,  therefore,  in  the 
eyes  of  Bacon,  the  great  art  which  he  misses, 
and  therefore  places  above  all  others  among  the 
desiderata  of  his  new  philosophy.  Here  is  the 
point  where  his  "  Encyclopaedia"  and  his  "  Novum 
Organum"  come  into  the  closest  contact;  for 
the  "  Novum  Organum"  is,  in  fact,  neither  more 
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nor  less  than  th^  new  logic^  which  is  here  men- 
tioned as  a  desideratunu  Invention  presupposes  ex* 
perience  or  induction,  but  the  experience  which 
had  been  in  vogue  till  Bacon*s  time,  and  which 
he  calls  dialectical,   was   unfitted   for  this  pur- 
pose, inasmuch  as  it  neither  investigated  things 
thoroughly,    nor    carefully    noted    negative   in- 
stances.    Experimental  experience  is  alone  fruit- 
fill,  and  this  is  twofold ;  either  it  confines  itself 
to  experimental  details,  or  it  ascends  from  the 
experiment  to  general  laws.     In  the  former  case 
he  calls  it  "  Experientia  literata ; "  in  the  latter, 
"  Interpretatio  naturae."     The  "  Experientia  lite- 
rata*' consists  in  this : — that  a  number  of  experi- 
ments are  made,  that  every  one   of   them    is 
varied  in  every    possible  way,   sometimes  with 
additions,  sometimes  with  omissions ;  and  that,  in 
the  case  of  every  modification,  the  new  results  are 
observed  and  described.     Such  a  mode  of  ex- 
perience is  neither  regular  in  its  course,  nor  is  it 
directed  to  any  definite  end;    it  takes  various 
directions,  and  everywhere  searches  out  natural 
phenomena  like  a  hunter  in  pursuit  of  game, 
not  like  a  scientific  investigator  engaged  in  the 
deduction  of  general  laws.     This  searching  and 
describing  experience   is    therefore    termed    by 
Bacon  the  ''hunt  of  Fan;"    the  other  kind, 
which  makes  use  of  experiments  for  the  disco- 

T  3 
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very  of  laws^  he  terms  the  '^  Interpretatio  na- 
tune.''  And  this  latter  kind  he  thinks  he  has 
set  forth  in  his  '^  NoTum  Organum." 

The  form  of  the  judging  understanding  is 
either  induction  or  syllogism.  The  inductive 
judgment  belongs  to  inventive  logic,  syllogism  is 
the  form  of  proof.  Syllogistic  science  comprises 
the  arts  of  proving  and  refuting ;  of  which  the 
former  teaches  the  correct  form  of  argument,  the 
latter  the  means  to  be  employed  against  sophistry. 
The  first  part  of  scientific  art  consists  of  ^'  Ana- 
lytics," the  other  treats  of  ^^Elenchi."  Under 
the  latter  head  Bacon  includes  false  proofs  or 
sophisms  —  ambiguous  definitions  —  and  the  fal- 
lacies or  idols,  the  refutation  of  which  is  the  first 
problem  of  the  **  Novum  Organum." 

Mnemonic  art  is  the  discipline  of  the  memory. 
To  retain  transient  notions,  certain  points  must  be 
found  of  which  the  memory  can,  as  it  were,  lay 
hold,  and  the  discovery  of  these  is  the  object  of 
this  particular  art  To  discern  such  artificial 
means  we  have  only  to  observe  what  means  we 
involuntarily  apply  to  strengthen  and  retain  the 
impressions  we  have  received.  We  write  down 
the  matter  in  question,  and  thus  fix  it  in  space 
for  our  external  contemplation,  placing  it  before 
our  eyes  in  a  tabular  form  easy  of  survey,  and  so 
endowing  it  with  visible  shape.     Such  an  image 
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18  well  fitted  to  make  an  impression  on  the 
memory,  and  to  guide  the  understanding.*  Con- 
formably to  this  natural  point  of  view  he  treats 
mnemonic  art.  He  would  asdist  the  memory  by 
means  of  the  imagination,  or  —  what  is  the  same 
thing  —  he  would  convert  notions  into  emblems, 
and  in  this  shape  consign  them  to  the  memory, 
in  the  same  manner  as,  according  to  his  view,  the 
wisdom  of  the  ancients  was  impressed  upon  the 
ordinary  understanding  by  means  of  myths  and 
parables,  -7-  that  is  to  say,  of  emblems ;  he  would 
consign  intellectual  notions  generally  to  the 
memory  in  the  shape  of  sensible  images.  But 
images  belong  to  the  imagination,  not  to  the 
memory,  which  only  retains  notions  in  the  ab- 
stract symbols  of  words  and  numbers.  If,  for 
instance,  as  Bacon  suggests,  we  endeavour  to 
retain  the  notion  of  invention  by  connecting  it 
with  the  image  of  a  hunter,  or  that  of  order  by 
means  of  the  figure  of  an  apothecary  arranging 
his  boxes,  these  notions  are  presented  not  through 
the  memory,  but  through  the  imagination.     In 

*  A  passage  occurs  here,  which,  as  it  can  be  intelligible  to 
German  readers  only,  referring,  as  it  does,  to  a  German  idiom,  I 
have  omitted  from  the  text.  It  is  as  foUows : — "  Wir  sagen 
sehr  gut  vom  Gediichtnisse,  dass  es  die  Dinge  auswendig  wisse, 
d.  h.  es  besitst  die  Begriffe  in  Zeichen,  denn  das  Zeichen  ist  der 
awwendige  (aiisserlich  gemachte)  Begriff."  As  the  English 
eqntvalent  to  **  auswendig  wissen  "  is  **  to  know  bp  heart/*  trans- 
lation IS  impossible*— J.  O. 

T  4 


280     FRANCIS  BACON  OF  YEBULAM. 

a  similar  manner  mnemonic  art  was  cultivated 
by  the  ancients,  and  also  in  the  last  century  by 
Eastner* 

The  objects  of  rhetoric  are  merely  indicated  by 
Bacon,  who  points  out  the  structure  of  discourse, 
the  science  of  language  and  comparative  grammar, 
the  method  of  teaching,  and  the  art  of  speaking. 
Its  appendices  are  criticism  and  pedagogy.* 

4.  ETHICS 

Treat  of  the  human  will,  as  logic  of  the  human 
thought,  and  from  the  same  practical  point  of 
view.  If  the  latter  taught  the  art  of  judgment 
and  invention,  the  former  teach  the  art  of  ac- 
tion. Ancient  ethics  regarded  the  object  of 
action  more  than  action  itself,  teaching  what  was 
good,  and  in  what  the  highest  good  and  human 
happiness  consist;  but  less  explaining  how  an 
action  is  good,  and  how  by  a  good  action  happi- 
ness is  attained.  In  this  kind  of  ethics  there 
was  more  of  rhetoric  than  of  moral  instruction, 
and  it  was  of  no  more  use  than  a  writing-master 
who  sets  us  copies,  but  does  not  guide  our  hand 
or  teach  us  how  to  imitate  them.  The  Baconian 
ethics  are  to  stand  in  the  same  relation  to  those 
that  preceded,  as  an  able  teacher  of  writing  to 

*  For  the  Babjects  of  the  abore  section  compare  De  Aagm. 
Sclent  V,  VL 
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a  mere  calligrapher.  Their  object  is  practical 
utility, — the  good,  in  the  practical  sense  of  the 
word.  This  practical  moral  doctrine  will  not, 
indeed,  appear  nearly  so  dazzling  and  so  sublime 
as  the  preceding  moral  systems,  with  their  high- 
flying reflections  on  the  highest  good  and  the 
highest  happiness,  but  it  will  be  much  more 
useful,  and  approximate  more  closely  to  human 
nature ;  for  it  will  treat  of  the  materials  of  human 
action,  and  penetrate  them  as  corporeal  matter  is 
penetrated  by  physics.  Here  Bacon  makes  the 
noble  confession,  that  in  what  he  leaves  to  pos^ 
terity  he  will  purposely  disregard  the  lustre  of 
his  name  and  of  his  knowledge,  and  contemplate 
the  good  of  humanity  alone.  The  useful  should 
be  conjoined  with  the  sublime,  just  as  Virgil*  not 
only  describes  the  deeds  of  JEneas,  but  incul- 
cates the  precepts  of  agriculture.  True  science 
must  be  able  to  say  with  Demosthenes :  "  If  you 
do  these  things  you  will  not  merely  praise  the 
orator,  but  yourselves  also  through  the  speedy 
improvement  of  your  aflkirB."! 

What  is  good?    Let  us  be  content  to  give  a 

•  Bmoo  fllartiatei  this  remark  with  the  qaotation — 

**  Nee  •vm  animi  dabios,  Terbis  ea  Tincere  magnum 
QuiUn  tit,  ct  angtutia  hone  addere  rebut  honorem.** 

Gtor^f.  IIL  289.-^  J.  O. 

t  At  the  conclnsion  of  the  Seooad  Olynthiao.— J.  O. 
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relative  answer  to  this  question.  That  is  good 
which  is  useful  to  man, — both  to  individuals 
and  to  humanity  in  general.  There  is  an  indi- 
vidual and  a  common  good.  That  which  benefits 
society  is  generally  useful,  and  on  this  Bacon 
lays  especial  stress.  Inasmuch  as  the  whole  is 
greater  than  a  part,  and  society  more  powerful 
than  an  individual,  the  generally  useful  deserves 
the  preference  above  individual  interests.  In 
Bacon's  opinion  the  Greek  philosophers,  more 
particularly  Aristotle,  did  not  sufficiently  appre- 
ciate the  worth  of  general  utility,  and  therefore 
placed  theoretical  above  practical  life.  A  life 
devoted  to  the  common  welfare  must  be  prac- 
tical, and  so  direct  all  its  theoretical  efforts  as 
to  make  them  generally  usefuL  Action  of 
general  utility  is  the  highest  of  human  duties, 
which,  according  to  the  different  spheres  of  life 
to  which  they  belong,  and  the  extent  of  them, 
may  be  divided  into  universal  and  particular. 
To  the  latter  belong  the  duties  of  one's  office  or 
vocation,  those  connected  with  family,  friend- 
ship, &c.  From  this  diversity  of  duties  cases  of 
collision  or  opposition  may  arise,  which  Bacon 
would  solve  by  making  the  particular  subordinate 
to  the  general  duty ;  so  that  in  all  cases  the  final 
decision  may  be  given  by  the  generally  usefuL 
Virtue  consists  of  the  exercise  of  duty,  for  which 


ABSTRACT   BTHI08.  283 

the  soul  should  be  fitted,  and  it  is  this  tnuning  of 
the  soul  that  is  the  true  purpose  of  ethics. 

But  to  effect  this  purpose,  one  thing,  in  which 
moral  science  has  hitherto  been  deficient,  is  re* 
quisite — a  practical  knowledge  of  man.  We 
cannot  render  man  moral  at  a  single  blow,  by  rhe- 
torical exhortation  and  diffuse  praises  of  virtue, 
nor  can  we  make  every  one  moral  in  the  same 
manner.  The  ethical  teacher  must  make  him<> 
self  acquainted  with  mankind,  and  study  the 
peculiarities  of  the  soul  as  carefully  as  physi- 
cians study  those  of  the  body.  Neither  in  morals 
nor  in  medicine  is  there  any  panacea.  The 
landowner  ought  to  know  the  different  qualities 
of  the  soil,  inasmuch  as  it  is  impossible  to  plant 
everything  everywhere ;  and,  in  like  manner,  the 
physician  ought  to  be  informed  of  the  different 
constitutions  of  the  human  body,  which  are  as 
many,  and  as  various  as  the  individuals  themselves; 
and  the  ethical  teacher  must  learn  the  different 
mental  qualities,  which  are  just  as  numerous  as 
bodily  consUtutions.  In  the  ethics  hitherto  taught 
Bacon  misses  this  foundation  of  practical  know- 
ledge, without  which  moral  science  is  vague  and 
sterile,  composed  of  mere  abstract  principles,  and 
suited  to  —  not  a  real  but  —  an  abstract  man. 
Such  ethics  produce  idols,  that  are  only  fitted 
for  idols.    They  apply  their  remedies  to  all  persons 
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alike^  without  distinguishing  their  peculiarities, 
and  are  therefore  guilty  of  the  same  quackery  as 
those  physicians  who  prescribe  the  same  drugs 
for  all  their  patients,  whatever  diflFerence  of  con- 
stitution may  exist  among  them.* 

Ethical  science  cannot  make  men  of  a  nature 
different  from  that  of  which  they  are  made  already, 
any  more  than  physical  science  can  make  nature 
or  alter  the  elementary  matter  of  bodies.  Physics 
require  a  knowledge  of  nature,  ethics  a  knowledge 
of  mankind.  Physics,  on  the  basis  of  a  knowledge 
of  nature,  seek  the  means  of  making  new  inven- 
tions and  of  advancing  the  physical  welfare  of 
mankind ;  ethics,  on  the  basis  of  a  knowledge  of 
mankind,  seek  to  promote  moral  welfare  and  to 
cultivate  virtue  in  the  sense  of  general  utility. 
Ethics,  therefore,  may  be  divided  into  the  doc- 
trine of  characters,  and  the  doctrine  of  remedies 
or  moral  expedients.  Ethical  science  may  make 
a  choice  among  the  latter,  but  men  and  their 
peculiarities  are  given  to  it  as  objects  of  contem- 
plation and  study.  In  every  individual  specimen 
of  humanity  there  is  an  original  disposition 
{Gem^thsart)  or  tendency  of  the  will,  and  certun 
motive  powers  that  impel  the  will,  and  (to  make 
use  of  a  Baconian  expression)  are  to  the  human 
mind  what  tempests  are  to  the  sea.     The  original 

*  ComparD  De  Aogm.  Scient  VIL  S. 
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disposition  is  called  hj  Bacon  the  '' character;'' 
the  motive  powers  that  act  like  storms  upon  the 
souly  are  the  passions  and  affections.  To  learn 
mankind  is  to  study  the  characters  and  passions 
of  men.  Here  Bacon  takes  the  same  view  of 
ethics  that  Shakspeare  takes  of  dramatic  poetry. 
That  we  may  become  acquainted  with  human 
character  Bacon  directs  us  to  the  source  from 
which  Shakspeare  has  derived  his  dramas  —  to 
the  historians  and  the  poets,  especially  the  Roman^ 
one  of  whom  he  especially  upholds  as  the  greatest 
of  all  hbtorians  and  describers  of  character, 
namely,  Tacitus,  as  represented  by  his  description 
of  Tiberius,  Claudius,  and  Nero. 

Every  human  character  is  a  product  of  the 
internal  natural  foundation  and  of  external  cir- 
cumstances, and  there  is  as  great  a  diversity 
among  characters  as  there  is  variety  in  their 
factors.  Every  individual  is  tui  generis.  The 
passions  stir  the  soul  and  drive  it  out  of  the 
routine  of  generally  useful  and  temperate  action. 
Here  b  presented  that  great  spectacle  of  human 
vicissitudes  which  is  grasped  by  the  imagination 
of  the  dramatic  poet,  and  which  no  one  has  more 
deeply  studied  or  more  faithfully  represented 
than  Shakspeare.  Here,  too,  does  ethical  science 
find  its  practical  task.  It  should  bring  passions 
so  under  the  dominion  of  reason  that  they  may 
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not  go  astray ;  and  this  task  is  accomplished  by 
restraining  the  passions  and  reducing  them  to  a 
condition  of  natural  equilibrium,  in  which  they 
operate  as  checks  upon  each  other.  Like  a  cau- 
tious physician  it  seeks  to  approach  nature  by  a 
natural  path,  opposing  the  unfettered  with  a 
restraining  force,  and,  as  it  were,  the  first  with 
a  second  nature.  This  second  nature  is  custom 
(con8uetudo\  the  power  of  which,  in  opposition  to 
the  opinion  of  Aristotle,  is  especially  extolled  by 
Bacon.  The  most  potent  moral  remedy  is  to  be 
found  in  custom.  To  attain  a  natural  equilibrium 
the  soul  should  incline  to  the  side  that  is  adverse 
to  its  ruling  passions,  and  pursue  this  tendency 
till  it  has  become  a  habit.  Thus  a  crooked  stick, 
if  bent  with  caution,  will  become  straight. 

The  moral  state  contemplated  by  Bacon  is  to 
be  found,  as  with  Aristotle,  in  the  medium  or 
point  of  indifference  between  opposite  passions. 
It  is  mental  calmness  reduced  to  a  habit,  an  ac- 
quired indifference  to  the  power  of  the  affections.* 
This  ethical  state  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  Bacon's 
own  moral  disposition,  which  did  not  require  to 
be  weaned  from  violent  passions,  but  had  received 
at  first  from  the  hand  of  nature  that  equilibrium 

*  Of  covrae  this  word  u  to  be  understood  rather  in  the  sense 
of  the  Latin  ''affectos"  than  according  to  its  conrentional 
acceptation.— J.  O. 
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which  most  persons  can  only  acquire  by  force  of 
habit.  It  isy  however,  obvious  enough  that  the 
Baconian  ethics  are  sketched  altogether  in  the 
spirit  of  modem  philosophy,  contemplating  man- 
kind as  the  Baconian  professor  of  physical  science 
contemplates  natural  bodies.  They  are  based 
upon  knowledge  of  mankind,  which  is  wholly 
derived  from  the  observation  of  individuals,  at- 
tained by  experience  and  confirmed  by  in- 
duction. 

5.  POLITICS 

Are  ethics  applied  to  state  affairs.  If  ethics, 
strictly  so  called,  teach  the  art  of  morally  culti- 
vating mankind,  political  science  teaches  that 
of  guiding  the  state  or  the  multitude  to  ends  of 
general  utility.  It  is,  in  fact,  the  art  of  govern- 
ment. Bacon  considers  the  task  of  politics  lighter 
than  that  of  ethics,  inasmuch  as  it  is  harder  to 
lead  an  individual  than  a  multitude.  Herein  he 
agrees  with  Cato,  the  censor*,  who  used  to 
say  of  the  Romans,  that  they  were  like  sheep,  of 
which  a  whole  flock  can  more  easily  be  driven 
than  a  single  one ;  for,  if  only  a  few  are  brought 
into  the  right  path,  the  rest  will  follow  of  their 
own  accord.  Prudence  is  in  politics  what  virtue 
is  in  ethics.     However,   Bacon  refrains  inten- 

•  Vide  «  Plutarch."— J.  0. 


288  FRAKCIft  BACOK  OV  TEBULAIC 

tionally  from  conducting  us  into  the  arcana  of  poli- 
tical arty  and  even  declares  to  ns,  at  the  beginning 
of  liis  first  chapter  on  this  subject*,  that  he  has 
overlooked  one  art,  which  he  will  now  show  by 
his  own  example ;  and  that  is  the  art  of  silence. 
Hero  ho  follows  the  precedent  of  Cicero,  who 
onco  wrote  to  Atticus  — "  On  this  occasion  I 
have  borrowed  somewhat  of  your  eloquence,  for 
I  have  kopt  silent.**  f  Nay,  it  becomes  fum  espe- 
ciallyi  AS  a  statesman  high  in  office,  to  be  silent 
on  political  affairs.  This  declaration  proves  that 
Daoon  docs  not  regard  politics  with  the  eye  of  a 
iMiiyiN^,  as  a  doctrine  to  be  taught,  but  contem- 
plates it  witli  tlie  eye  of  a  statesman,  as  a  prac- 
tical art  that  must  adapt  itself  to  circumstancea. 
Ho  only  teaches  it  externally.  In  his  doctrine 
tHUiccrning  prudence  in  ordinary  a£Eurs  {I^rmdemtia 
S^^im)i\  and  in  what  he  says  respecting  die 
extension  of  doiuinion  (JDe  Ptoferemdis  Umihrns 
/w/vt^'i\  h<»  teaches  the  policy  of  cvery-day  liie, 
and  the  u\ean»  of  extending  the  national  pover4 
I'Vmu  the^  fi^w  renvurks  we  plainly  see  that  his 
|VN)\ik>al  nHviek  wex^  the  Komans  and  Maocha- 
xvUiv  With  wgfi^ct  to  the  hxtiet  Baomi  w»  of 
<^^i«ik>«i  that  he  >ras  the  first  auMi^  die  iDddaai 


^  "^  U<v  V«N^  <^  ssntft  4piiftdwii  ^ 

1iiK"«v* -  )5^•!•*  W  Jtft  xin  <a» 


POLITICS.  289 

who  had  once  more  begun  to  think  and  to  write 
politically.  However  he  himself  did  not  wish  to 
exhibit  politics  as  they  appear  on  the  eminence 
contemplated  by  the  statesman,  but  as  they 
appear  on  the  broad  plain  of  ordinary  life ;  he  did 
not  wish  to  show  how  the  king  and  the  statesman, 
but  how  everybody  must  be  politic.  Thus  he 
treated  only  of  prudence  in  politics,  of  the  policy 
of  all  the  world,  not  of  rulers  in  particular. 
Occasionally,  indeed,  he  made  reference  to  the 
great  Florentine ;  but,  for  his  own  part,  he  rather 
chose  to  interpret  the  Proverbs  of  Solomon  for 
the  behoof  of  every-day  wisdom  than  to  reveal 
the  secrets  of  high  policy  and  the  royal  art  of 
government. 
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CHAP.  X. 

THE  BACQHIiV  FHIL080PHT  IN  IT8  BXLATION  TO  BKLIOIOX. 

Philosophy,  in  Bacon's  sense  of  the  word,  was 
the  knowledge  of  things  from  natural  causes, 
which  causes  were  distinguished  by  Bacon  him- 
self into  efficient  and  final.  Thus  natural  philo- 
sophy was  divided  into  physics  and  metaphysics ; 
the  latter  forming,  as  it  were,  the  foundation  of 
natural  theology.  For  the  perception  of  final 
causes  in  nature  shows  us  a  world  regulated  for 
certain  ends,  and  such  a  world  cannot  be  con- 
ceived without  a  regulating  Intelligence.  Now 
natural  theology  is  the  image  of  the  Deity  as  the 
creative  Regulator  of  the  world,  and  faith  in  such 
a  Deity  is  a  scientific  necessity.  That  disbelief 
which  is  in  opposition  to  it — or  Atheism  —  is 
scientifically  impossible.  '^  It  is  easier,"  says  Ba- 
con, ^'to  believe  the  most  absurd  fables  of  the 
Koran,  the  Talmud,  and  the  Legends,  than  to 
believe  tiiat  the  world  was  made  without  under- 
standing. Hence  God  has  wrought  no  miracles  for 
the  refutation  of  Atheism,  because,  to  this  end,  his 
regular  works  in  nature  are  sufficient"  ♦ 

•  Esaaj  «  On  Atheism.* 
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Thu8^  natural  theology  in  the  sense  of  Bacon^ 
is  but  the  faith  that  there  is  a  Divine  Intelli- 
gence in  the  world, — that  the  Deity  is  manifest 
in  the  regulated  course  of  nature*  This  theology 
does  not  transcend  the  horizon  of  natural  causes; 
the  boundary  of  this  horizon  is  likewise  the  limit 
of  philosophy.  Within  this  sphere  nothing  is 
known  of  the  supernatural  essence  of  the  Deity,  of 
His  decrees  for  the  benefit  of  man ;  consequently 
nothing  of  religion,  the  science  of  which  lies 
beyond  nature,  —  nothing  of  the  kingdom  of 
grace,  the  science  of  which  must  be  sought  in 
religion*  Religion  is  based  on  the  superna- 
tural rerelation  of  the  Deity,  and  the  knowledge 
pertaining  to  it  consists  in  revealed  theology. 
Natural  theology  belongs  to  philosophy,  revealed 
theology  to  religion.  As  the  limit  of  natural 
causes  is  likewise  the  limit  of  the  human  under* 
standing,  there  is  an  insurmountable  barrier  be- 
tween philosophy  and  religion.  Hence  natural 
theology  affects  no  mediation,  but  stands  alto- 
gether within  the  region  of  philosophy.  It  cer- 
tunly  affords  no  support  to  religion,  according 
to  Bacon;  nay,  it  is  doubtful  how  far  it  is  it- 
self really  supported  by  philosophy,  for  passages 
occur  in  which  mention  is  made  of  natural  phi- 
losophy as   an  element  foreign  to  philosophy. 

Two  points  therefore  are   established.      First, 
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Beligion  —  such  as  alone  is  worthy  of  the  name 
— is  not  based  upon  natural  knowledge ;  in  this 
sense  there  is  no  such  thing  as  natural  religion* 
Secondly,    a    scientific    knowledge   of  religious 
truths  is  impossible  ^   in  this  sense  there  is  no 
such  thing  as  a  philosophy  of  religion.*     To  pass 
from  philosophy  into  religion,  we  must  step  out 
of  the  boat  of  science,  in  which  we  have  circum- 
navigated the  old  and  new  world,  into  the  ship  of 
the  Churchy  and  there  receive  the  divine  revela- 
tions as  positively  as  they  are  given.f    Bacon  has 
said  that  a  drop  from  the  cup  of  philosophy  leads 
to  Atheism,  but  a  full  draught  to  religion.     By 
this  expression  he   could  only  refer  to  natural 
religion,  which  in  fact  forms  merely  a  section  of 
philosophy  (if,  indeed,  it  has  any  firm  basis  at  all)^ 
and  has  nothing  to  do  with  revelation.     As  for 
the  latter.  Bacon  does  not  tell  us  that  the  boat  of 
science  takes  us  into  the  ship  of  the  Church,  but 
that  we  must  get  out  of  one  and  into  the  other, 
if  we  would  participate  in  religions  truth.     As 
between  mind  and  body,  so  is  there  between  the 
Deity  and  the  World — according  to  Bacon — an 
insoluble  Dualism. 

♦  Theology  and  religion  are  with  Bacon  spionjmovm.  Hence 
he  giTes  the  name  of  natural  religion  to  natural  theology.  To 
aroid  ambignity  of  expression  we  shall  only  nse  the  word 
religion  in  the  sense  of  revealed  religion.^  Aud^t  Note. 

t  Compare  "De  Angm."  IX. 
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I.    The   Separation  between   Reason  and   the 

Faith  in  Bevelation. 

BACOK  AMD  TBBTUXXIAK. 

This  Dualism  establishes  a  separation  between 
religion  and  philosophy,  that  excludes  all  inter** 
communication  and  reciprocal  influence.  Philo- 
sophy within  the  sphere  of  religion  is  infidelity ; 
religion  within  the  sphere  of  philosophy  is  fan* 
tastic  From  the  Baconian  point  of  view  reli- 
^ous  faith  can  neither  be  self-appropriated  nor 
believed  by  human  reason;  it  will  not  tole- 
rate any  rational  criticbm,  but  demands  a  blind 
acceptance  of  the  divine  decrees  that  have  been 
revealed.  To  human  reason,  these  revelations, 
divine  in  their  origin,  are  impenetrable  mysteries. 
The  opposition  of  our  own  will  does  not  weaken 
the  stringency  of  the  divine  decrees ;  neither  does 
the  contradiction  of  our  reason  lessen  the  credi- 
bility of  the  divine  revelations.  Bather,  indeed, 
does  this  very  contradiction  confirm  the  divinity 
of  their  origin.  We  are  the  more  bound  to 
accept  the  divine  revelations  the  less  they  are  com- 
prehensible by  our  reason ;  the  "  more  the  divine 
mystery  is  contrary  to  reason,  the  more  must  it  be 
believed  for  the  honour  of  God.'**     Bepugnance 

*  Compure  ''Be  Aagm.**  DL  1. 
V  3 
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to  reason^  far  from  being  a  '^  negative  instance," 
with  respect  to  faith,  is,  on  the  contrary,  a  ''posi- 
tive instance  '*  —  a  criterion  of  credibility.  A 
divine  revelation  must  be  believed,  not  although^ 
but  because  it  is,  in  opposition  to  human  reason. 
Religious  faith  is  not  to  stand  behind,  but  be* 
yond  science,  on  a  totally  different  basis ;  it  must 
be  unconditional,  without  rational  ground,  with- 
out logical  aid,  and  therefore  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  a  blind  faith.  Thus,  even  in  the  sphere 
of  theology.  Bacon  is  thoroughly  anti-scholastic. 
Scholasticism  is  a  speculative  theology,  a  con- 
struction of  the  articles  of  faith  according  to  the 
laws  of  the  understanding,  a  logical  bulwark  of 
the  Church.  This  bulwark  is  destroyed  by  Ba- 
con in  the  case  both  of  philosophy  and  of  reli- 
gion. Philosophy  must  not  raise  it,  theology 
must  not  seek  to  fortify  itself  by  such  expe- 
dients ;  and  by  separating  the  two  Bacon  destroys 
the  scholastic  spirit  which  had  united  them,  or, 
if  we  prefer  the  expression,  jumbled  them  to- 
gether. Indeed,  he  seems  to  revert  to  the  prse- 
scholastic  faith,  and  to  revive  the  maxim  of  Ter- 
tuUian— «  Credo  quia  absurdum."  "  Christ,  the 
Son  of  God,"  said  TertuUian,  « died  ;  this  I 
believe,  because  it  is  repugnant  to  reason :  he  was 
buried  and  rose  from  the  dead ;  this  is  certain,  for 
it  is  impossible."    But  between  Tertullian  and 
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Baoon  intervene  the  syBtems  of  Scholasticism^  and 
they  are  as  different  from  each  other  as  the  ages 
to  which  they  belong.  To  the  English  philo- 
sopher human  reason  did  not  appear  so  impotent 
as  to  the  Latin  Father  of  the  Church.  The 
same  expression  bears  one  meaning  in  the  mouth 
of  a  reformer  of  science^  another  in  that  of  a 
teacher  of  the  early  Church.  The  declaration  of 
Baoon  in  the  last  book,  *'  De  Dignitate  et  Aug^ 
mentatione  Scientiarum,"  has  manifestly  another 
sense  from  that  of  the  same  proposition  when 
uttered  by  Tertullian  in  his  treatise  **  De  Came 
ChristL**  Bacon  has  in  the  background  the  ^'  Dig* 
nitas  Scientiarum,''  which  he  has  defended  with  so 
much  zeal,  and  enriched  with  so  many  treasures. 
But  this  "  Dignitas  Scientiarum"  is  far  from  being 
acknowledged  by  Tertullian;  or,  we  may  rather 
say,  he  acknowledges  the  direct  contrary — namely, 
the  wortUessness  of  science  and  the  impotence  of 
human  reason.  Tertullian*s  proposition  is  simple ; 
Bacon's  conveys  two  meanings.  They  have  one 
interest  in  common ;  they  wish  to  have  no  ra- 
tionalising faith,  no  intermixture  of  faith  and 
reason,  of  religion  and  philosophy,  of  revelation 
and  nature.  For  the  sake  of  this  interest  both 
grasp  the  paradox  which  declares  that,  in  religion, 
repugnance  to  reason  increases  credibility.  In  the 
relation  between  faith  and  reason  only  three  cases 
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are  possible^  and  of  these  one  alone  belongs  to 
the  purists  of  faith.  Either  faith  contradicts  or 
does  not  contradict  reason;  and^  in  the  event 
of  contradiction,  it  contradicts  with  or  without 
the  consent  of  reason.  The  first  case  is  expressed 
by  the  declaration,  *^  I  believe,  because  it  is  in 
accordance  with  reason."  Here  faith  becomes  a 
rational  dogma,  for  it  has  the  testimony  of  reason. 
The  second  case  is  expressed  thus :  *'  I  believe, 
although  it  is  repugnant  to  reason."  Here  faith 
is  a  concession  of  the  reason,  by  which  it  is 
granted,  and,  as  it  were,  permitted.  Here  reason 
performs  an  act  of  self-denial  for  the  sake  of  faith. 
It  resolves  to  believe  with  a  heavy  heart,  saying, 
'*  I  believe.  Lord,  help  thou  my  unbelief.**  From 
this  point  of  view  faith  would  greatly  prefer  its 
articles  to  be  rational,  as  it  would  then  deem 
them  all  the  more  credible.  Lastly,  the  third 
case  is  expressed  thus :  '^  I  believe,  because  it  is 
impossible.'*  Here  faith  not  only  renounces  all 
subservience  to  reason,  but  all  alliance  with  it, 
openly  taking  the  opposite  ground  and  allowing 
no  objection.  If,  with  TertuUian  and  Bacon, 
we  oppose  faith  to  reason,  and  make  repugnance 
to  reason  a  positive  criterion  of  faith,  this  third 
case  remains  alone  possible.  No  other  formula 
can  be  applied  by  purism  in  faith  to  reason  and 
Dhilosophy,      Nevertheless,    even    this    formula 


BACON  AKD  TEBTULLIAN.  297 

is  involuntarily  allied  with  reason,  and  herein 
consists  the  contradiction  that  produces  its  in- 
trinsic impossibility.  It  u  an  argument  of  the 
reason ;  it  gives  a  ground  for  faith  which,  although 
the  opposite  of  reason,  is  a  ground  notwithstand- 
ing ;  it  cannot  get  rid  of  the  "  quia/'  but  is  itself 
logic,  while  it  precludes  all  logic  t  However,  we 
will  be  satisfied  with  the  good  intention,  and 
merely  inquire  whether  the  *'  Credo  quia  ab- 
surdum"  is  as  piously  meant  by  Bacon  as  by 
Tertullian. 

Tertullian,  when  he  made  his  declaration,  had 
only  one  purpose  in  view  —  the  purity  of  faith. 
He  did  not  intend  to  confer  a  benefit  on  science, 
for  to  him  science  was  valueless.  His  proposition 
was  simple  and  had  but  one  meaning.  On  the 
other  hand.  Bacon,  by  his  separation  of  faith  and 
reason,  wished  to  secure  the  independence  of 
both;  he  wished  to  preserve  both  from  inter- 
mixture, intending  the  independence  of  science, 
no  less  than  that  of  religion.  Nay,  we  will  go 
further.  Bacon  desired  the  independence  of 
futh,  because  he  preferred  that  of  science;  he 
acted  more  for  the  sake  of  science  than  for  that 
of  faith*  His  declaration  carried  with  it  a  double 
meaning.  It  can  be  interpreted  to  the  advantage  of 
both  faith  and  science,  but  it  must  be  interpreted 
mare  to  the  advantage  of  the  latter.    Science  was 
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Bacon's  treasure,  and  where  the  treasure  is  there 
will  the  heart  be  also.  Did  not  be  himself  call 
the  dominion  of  man,  based  upon  8<^ence,  the 
heavenly  kingdom  that  he  would  open?  His 
interest  in  faith  and  science  was  divided ;  it  had 
two  udes ;  if  there  was  a  preponderance  any- 
where, it  was  undoubtedly  on  the  side  of  science. 
And,  in  fact,  there  u»»  such  a  preponderance. 
No  one  who  has  made  himself  acquainted  with 
this  knowledge-craving  mind  can  doubt  ^t  its 
true  and  involuntary  interest  was  in  sdence 
alone ;  to  science  Bacon  devoted  the  best  portion 
of  his  life,  while  the  other  portion  was  devoted 
not  to  religion,  but  to  state  affitirs.  As  tar  as  his 
indinations  were  concerned,  fiuth  was  of  just  as 
much  value  to  him  as  science  to  TertuUian.  His 
mind  was  no  more  theological  than  Tertullian's 
was  physicaL  Now  in  this  two-^ded  position 
what  is  the  relation  of  Bacon  himself  to  religion  ? 


II.  Baook'b  Position  with  keoabd  to  Beuoiom. 
ooirnuDicnoM  axd  aoLvnmi. 
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that  of  his  philosophy.  If  it  was  once  resolved 
that  religion  and  philosophy  were  to  be  com* 
pletely  separated,  no  other  formula  was'  left  but 
that  which  Bacon  adopted  in  common  with  Ter- 
tuUian,  and  he  was  obliged  to  lay  the  stress  of 
faith  upon  repugnance  to  reason.  Now,  from 
Bacon's  point  of  view,  was  this  separation  neces- 
sary ?  There  are  three  cases  which  express  the 
possible  relation  of  philosophy  to  religion.  Phi- 
losophy, while  acknowledging  religion,  has  to 
explain  it, — this  is  the  first  and  natural  problem. 
If  it  is  unable  to  solve  this  problem,  nothing  is 
left  but  a  simple  assertion  that  religion  is  incom- 
prehensible :  and  here  two  ways  are  possible ; 
either  philosophy  must  absolutely  deny  or  abso- 
lutely acknowledge  the  incomprehensible  object ; 
— either  overthrow  it  altogether  or  leave  it  utterly 
untouched.  This  is  never  done  by  scientific  ex- 
planation, which  at  once  vindicates  and  criticises 
its  object 

The  Baconian  philosophy  is  incapable  of  ex- 
pluning  reli^on.  It  <x>uld  neither  comprehend 
the  creative  imagination  in  art  nor  the  essential 
nature  of  the  human  mind.  It  is  deficient  in  all 
the  organs  required  for  an  apprehension  of  re- 
ligion —  that  connection  between  the  Divine  and 
the  human  mind.  Religion  is,  in  every  case, 
a  relation,  the  two  members  of  which  are  the 
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Deity  and  the  mind  of  man.  How  can  a  rela^ 
tion  be  comprehended  where  there  is  no  com- 
prehension of  its  members?  How  can  a  phi- 
losophy^  which  admits  of  no  knowledge  except 
through  the  medium  of  experimentalising  ex- 
perience, fathom  the  mind  either  in  the  Divine 
or  the  human  nature  ?  To  what  experiment,  to 
what  mechanical  investigation,  is  the  mind  re- 
vealed ?  With  respect  to  this  point  the  Ba« 
conian  philosophy  is  aware  of  its  own  limit;  it 
is  fully  conscious  that  within  its  own  sphere  the 
mind,  God,  and  religion,  are  unfathomable  ob- 
jects. This  clear  and  express  conviction  shows 
that  the  Baconian  philosophy  understood  itself 
rightly  in  the  person  of  its  founder,  and  knew  how 
to  restrain  experience  within  due  limits.  Thus  the 
only  choice  left  was  between  the  rejection  and 
the  acknowledgment  of  religion,  and  whichever 
side  it  took,  it  was  forced  to  embrace  uncondi- 
tionally; it  could  not  do  otherwise  than  either 
reject  religion  or  allow  it  to  remain  just  as  it  was. 
To  this  inevitable  dilemma  is  the  Baconian  phi- 
losophy reduced  through  inevitable  causes,  and  in 
conformity  with  its  scientific  character  it  decides 
in  favour  of  unconditional  acknowledgment.  But 
it  is  difficult,  if  not  utterly  impossible,  to  escape 
from  a  necessary  dilemma  without  any  oscillation, 
and  to  remain  immovably  on  one  side,  especially 
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with  such  a  mobile  philosophy  as  the  Baconian. 
Once  involved  in  the  dilemma  between  the  un- 
conditional acknowledgment  and  unconditional 
rejection  of  religion^  it  involuntarily  falls  into  a 
sort  of  perpendicular  movement  which  from  the 
positive  resting*place  of  acknowledgment  which 
Bacon  has  seized,  not  unfrequently  oscillates  in 
a  negative  direction*  The  contradictions  that 
are  found  in  Bacon's  position  with  respect  to 
religion  are  nothing  but  movements  within  the 
sphere  of  this  dilemma,  involuntary  oscillations  in 
a  situation  that  is  in  itself  dubious.  If  we  would 
accurately  define  Bacon's  position  with  regard  to 
religion,  we  must  formulise  the  contradiction  in 
which  it  was  involved.  The  Baconian  philosophy 
acknowledged  and  affirmed  the  positive  system  of 
faith,  while  it  pursued  its  own  course  in  an  in- 
dependent extra-religious  direction ;  it  restrained 
an  impulse  to  deny,  but  could  not  altogether 
suppress  it  Why  then,  it  may  be  asked,  did  not 
the  Baconian  philosophy  express  its  opposition  to 
religion  without  reserve,  as  was  actually  done  by 
most  of  Bacon's  successors  ?  Why  did  it  embrace 
the  side  of  acknowledgment,  to  which  it  could 
scarcely  adhere  without  internal  repugnance  and 
open  contradiction  ?  In  the  negative  position  it 
would  have  been  more  firm  and  more  itself; 
why,  then,  did  it  choose  the  positive?    The  first 
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and  likewise  the  common  answer  is^  that  Bacon, 
from  personal  considerations,  yielded  to  the  aotho- 
rity  of  religion ;  that,  under  the  show  of  apparent 
acknowledgment,  he  concealed  the  anti-religions 
character  of  his  philosophy ;  that,  in  a  word,  his 
position  with  regard  to  religion  was  hypocritical. 
The  first  answer  is  not  always  the  best ;  in  this 
case  it  is  the  worst  that  can  be  given,  and  like- 
wise the  least  intelligible.  It  is  worth  while  to  at^ 
tempt  a  scientific  explanation  of  the  matter  before 
we  unhesitatingly  pronounce  a  moral  condemna- 
tion. One  thing  is  obvious,  that,  if  Bacon's  ac- 
knowledgment of  religion  was  mere  hypocrisy, 
he  was  one  of  the  most  silly  and  bungling  of 
hypocrites ;  for,  that  which  the  cloak  should  have 
covered  —  namely,  the  discrepancy  of  his  philo- 
sophy to  religion — was  plainly  revealed  in  many 
places.  Hypocrisy  is  the  sign  of  a  dishonest  man; 
hypocritical  bungling  is  the  sign  of  a  fool.  If  one 
of  these  characters  can  be  associated  with  the 
mind  of  Bacon,  surely  we  cannot  say  the  same 
of  the  other. 

1.   THE  THBOBXnCAL  TIXW. 

Bacon,  forsooth,  ought  to  have  rejected  reli- 
gion, because  he  could  not  explain  it  I  On  the 
same  grounds  he  would  have  been  compelled  to 
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deny  the  human  mind  and  the  existence  of  a 
Deity ;  for  he  himself  acknowledges  that  his  philo* 
sophy  is  unable  to  explain  even  these.  On  the  same 
grounds  he  would  have  been  compelled  to  deny 
metaphysics  and  natural  theology,  for  neither  of 
them  is  in  accordance  with  the  strictly  physical 
spirit  of  his  philosophy.  If  Bacon  would  not  allow 
final  causes — the  mind  and  the  Deity — to  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  the  physical  interpretation 
of  things,  was  he  bound  therefore  to  deny  them? 
Or  if  he  affirmed  the  existence  of  thoae  powers 
which  do  not  admit  a  physical  explanatioDj  was 
this  affirmation  mere  hypocrisy  ?  If  it  was  not, 
why  should  the  term  be  applied  to  his  acknow- 
ledgment of  religion  ? 

Indeed,  Bacon  had  in  his  natural,  if  not  alto- 
gether physical,  explanation  of  the  world,  suffi- 
cient grounds  to  acknowledge  the  existence  of  a 
Deity.  Here  he  discerned  final  causes  of  which 
he  could  give  no  physical  explanation,  and  of 
which  he  could  make  no  physical  use,  but  which 
on  any  empirical  ground  were  just  as  little  to  be 
denied.  Physical  science  explains  things  as  the 
effects  of  blindly  operating  forces ;  it  knows  of  no 
laws  but  those  of  mechanical  causality,  but  it  can- 
not deny  that  in  their  effects  an  arrangement  made 
for  some  final  purpose  is  likewise  manifest.  It 
leaves  to  metaphysics  the  task  of  finding  forces 
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that  operate  with  a  purpose  for  effects  conform- 
able to  an  end*,  and  to  natural  theology  the 
task  of  tracing  back  these  forces  to  an  Original 
Power  as  the  Creator  of  the  universe.  Bacon 
himself  has  repeatedly  declared  that,  in  his  eyes, 
a  thoroughly  mechanical  and  atomistic  philo- 
sophy of  nature,  like  the  systems  of  Leucippus, 
Democritus,  and  Epicurus,  not  only  affords  room 
for  a  natural  theology,  but  even  requires  and  con- 
firms one  more  than  any  other  system.  Atomism 
rejects  final  causes  from  the  explanation  of  nature, 
but  does  not  deny  that  there  are  ends  in  na- 
ture itself.  It  is  forced  to  acknowledge  orderly 
arrangements  in  nature  which  could  not  possibly 
be  deduced  from  the  fortuitous  motions  of  innu- 
merable atoms.  Bather  is  it  compelled  to  re* 
cognise  an  Intelligent  Originator  of  the  world,  to 
whom  such  arrangements  are  to  be  attributed. 
So  natural  does  this  assumption  appear  to  the 
understanding  of  Bacon,  that,  rather  than  reject 
it,  he  will  agree  to  every  possible  superstition. 
^'Even  that  school  which  is  most  accused  of 
atheism  doth  most  demonstrate  religion ;  that  is 
the  school  of  Leucippus,  and  Democritus,  and 
Epicurus ;  for  it  is  a  thousand  times  more  credible 
that  four  mutable  elements  and  one  immutable 

•  •«Fttr  die  iweckmissigen  Wiiknngeii  die  xweckthatigen 
Kiifte."^  J.  a 
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fifth  essence,  duly  and  eternally  placed,  need  no 
God,  than  that  an  army  of  infinite  small  portions 
or  seeds  unplaced,  should  have  produced  this  ordei^ 
and  beauty  without  a  Divine  Marshal."* 

Thus  even  the  natural  explanation  leads  (through 
metaphysics  to  natural  theology,  and  thus)  to  the 
discovery  of  a  Divine  power,  that  cannot  be  con- 
ceived destitute  of  intellect  and  wilL  The  Divine 
power  reveals  itself  in  nature,  the  Divine  will  in 
the  ordinances  of  religion.  And  the  acts  of  this 
will  are  despotic ;  that  is  to  say,  without  explana- 
tory motive.f  If  the  many  natural  manifestations 
of  the  Divine  power  transcend  the  explanations 
of  human  reason,  how  much  more  incompre- 
hensible are  the  ordinances  and  decrees  of  the 
Divine  will  {WittkUhr),  and  how  much  more 
inexplicable,  therefore,  is  religion  I  But  is  it, 
therefore,  less  worthy  of  acknowledgment?  If 
natural  philosophy  finds  itself  compelled  to  ac- 
knowledge the  Divine  power,  will  it  venture 
to  deny  the  Divine  will  {Willen)  in  religion? 
Since  in  the  Deity  there  can  be  no  contradic- 
tion between  power  and  will,  a  disagreement  be- 
tween religion  and  philosophy  seems,  in  the  eyes 

•  Eway  XVL  «  Of  Atheism." 

t  **  Au8  blosser  grandloser  Willkuhr."  I  have  allowed  mjwXt 
a  somewhat  violent  periphratifl  in  dealing  with  this  untranslatable 
expression.— J.  0. 

X 
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of  Bacon^  equally  impossible.*  At  all  erents^ 
natural  philosophy  does  not  bring  man  into  con- 
tradiction with  Divine  revelation.  '*  It  was  not 
that  pure  and  immaculate  natural  science  by 
virtue  of  which  Adam  bestowed  on  things  their 
appropriate  names^  that  gave  occasion  to  the  fall 
of  man ;  but  that  ambitious  and  imperious  appetite 
of  moral  science,  judging  of  good  and  evil,  with 
the  intent  that  man  might  revolt  from  God  and 
govern  himself,  was  both  the  cause  and  means  of 

temptation."  t 

I  have  thus  merely  proved  that  Bacon's  theore- 
tical point  of  view  did  not  prevent  him  firom 
acknowledging  religion.  I  shall  show,  further^ 
that  his  practical  point  of  view  prevented  him 
from  rejecting  or  assailing  religion*  Thus,  by  the 
action  of  both  sides,  his  position  with  regard  to 
religion  is  brought  exactly  to  the  level  at  which 
we  find  it. 


•  Compare  «  Not.  Org."  L  89. 

t  **  Neqae  enim  pan  ilia  et  immacnlata  sdentia  natnralis,  per 
qnam  Adam  nomina  ex  proprietate  rebnB  imposuit,  principiam 
aut  occasionem  lapsai  dedit.  Sed  ambitiosa  ilia  et  imperatiTa 
flcientin  moralia,  de  bono  et  malo  dijadicantis,  cnpiditas,  ad  hoc 
vt  Homo  a  Deo  deficeret  et  sibi  ipsi  leges  daret,  ea  demnm 
ratio  atqae  modus  tentationis  foit." —  General  Pre/,  to  the  IntL 
Mag, 
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2.   TBB  rBACnCAIi  VIEW. 

Let  the  case  be  suppoeed  (which,  however,  was 
not  the  fact)  that  Bacon  took  a  hostile  position 
with  regard  to  religion,  and  made  natural  truth 
the  criterion  of  religious  truth ;  what  would  have 
been  the  consequence?  Manifestly  a  war  with 
religion,  a  war  with  dogmas  —  that  is  to  say,  in 
the  eyes  of  Bacon,  a  war  of  words ;  one  of  those 
useless  disputations  that  had  desolated  the  human 
mind  for  ages,  and  alienated  it  from  a  healthy 
contemplation  of  the  world.  Instead  of  aug- 
menting science  Bacon  would  have  augmented 
religious  controversy,  and  increased  the  poverty 
of  science,  by  a  new  instalment.  Whoever  has 
become  acquainted  with  the  mind  of  Bacon  must 
know  how  much  he  was  averse  from  all  disputations 
of  the  kind ;  how  his  whole  nature  was,  in  every 
way,  instinctively  opposed  to  verbal  discussions. 
This  one  reason  is  suflScient  to  explain  and  vin* 
dicate  Bacon's  position  with  respect  to  religion. 
He  would  not,  at  any  price,  be  a  religious  con- 
troversialist, and  therefore,  at  any  price,  he  was 
compelled  to  take  a  pacific  position  with  respect 
to  religion.  He  had  to  choose  between  a  faith 
sanM  phrase  and  the  phrases  of  controversy. 
Hence  in  his  preference  of  the  former  there  was 

no  hypocrisy,  since  on  all  accounts  and  on  every 

X  a 
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ground  he  wished  to  avoid  the  latter.  We  draw 
our  conclusion  from  the  peculiar  mind  of  Bacon ; 
in  this  the  necessity  of  his  pacific  position  with 
regard  to  religion  results  from  the  impossibility 
of  its  opposite.  Those  who  are  so  ready  with  the 
reproach  of  hypocrisy  have  not  taken  this  into 
consideration.  Bacon  wished  to  avoid  all  border 
wars  between  faith  and  science ;  not  only  because 
they  would  have  been  hazardous  and  incon- 
venient^ but  because  he  did  not  see  any  utility^ 
any  practical  advantage  to  be  derived  from  such 
disputes.  His  great  object  was  to  preserve 
science  &t)m  all  useless  controversies,  that  time^ 
instead  of  being  lost  in  them,  might  be  gained 
for  better  and  more  profitable  investigations.  In 
order  to  attain  this  end.  Bacon  did  not  scruple  to 
sacrifice  somewhat  of  the  formal  authority  of 
philosophy,  which  could  thus  the  more  uninter- 
ruptedly secure  and  extend  its  real  dominion. 
Even  this  one  consideration  is  suflBcient  to  pre* 
serve  Bacon's  conduct  from  the  charge  of  hypo- 
crisy and  dissimulation.  He  was  not  one  of  those 
systematic  thinkers  who  are  rightiy  censured  if, 
in  any  respect,  they  abandon  their  principles. 
Moreover,  his  theoretic  principles — at  least,  as 
he  imderstood  them  —  did  not  exclude  religion ; 
and  he  had  the  further  principle  to  be  practical 
in  all  cases  —  to  have  an  eye  to  the  advantage  of 
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science  under  all  circumstances.  And  he  found 
that  the  interests  of  science  were  better  served 
by  keeping  peace  with  religion  than  by  waging 
war  with  it  This  prudential  course  he  could 
adopt  without  hypocrisy.  By  avoiding  hostility 
on  the  one  side,  he  obtained  security  on  the  other, 
and  this  security  was  necessary.  The  less  philo* 
Bophy — which  Bacon  sought  to  reform,  and  above 
all  to  render  serviceable  —  the  less  philosophy 
encroached  upon  the  region  of  theology,  the  more 
cautiously  it  confined  itself  within  certain  limits, 
the  less  reason  had  it  to  dread  a  hostile  aggression 
on  the  other  side,  and  the  more  time  it  acquired 
for  its  own  undisturbed  progress.  For  this  purpose 
Bacon  treated  the  relation  of  science  to  theology, 
as  a  sort  of  ^'  foreign  affair,**  with  practical  circum* 
spection,  with  politic  tact,  with  more  prudence 
than  boldness.  The  inoffensive  and  subordinate 
position  which  Bacon  took  with  regard  to  religion 
was  not  a  cloak  of  infidelity,  but  an  expedient  for 
the  protection  of  his  philosophy. 

Let  us  suppose  the  impossible  case,  that  Bacon 
had  denied  and  assuled  religion,  and  had  thus 
begun  a  new  religious  controversy ;  what  would 
have  been  the  practical  result,  if,  indeed,  there 
had  been  any  such  result  at  all  ?  The  foundatiou 
of  a  new  religious  party — of  a  teet — which  would 

sr  3 
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have  increased  the  divisions  in  the  ehuidi.  And 
Bacon,  forsooth,  should  have  been  the  man  to 
aim  at  a  practical  result  like  this!  A  deter- 
mined foe  to  the  ^irit  of  sectarianism,  he  should 
have  encouraged  that  spirit  t  He  did  not  wish  to 
found  a  school  even  in  philosophy,  and  yet  he 
should  have  founded  a  sect  in  religion  I  Surelj 
he  cannot  be  fairly  censured  because  he  did  not 
employ  means  repugnant  to  himself  towards  an 
equally  repugnant  end.  The  repugnant  means 
would  have  been  verbal  disputations  about  dogmas, 
the  repugnant  end  would  have  been  a  religious 
sect.  For  the  sake  of  science  his  heart  was  on 
the  side  of  peace.  He  considered  his  own  epoch 
favourable  for  science,  because  after  long  conten- 
tions and  wars  a  moment  of  peace  had  returned, 
and  therefore  the  works  of  peace,  to  which,  above 
all,  art  and  science  belong,  could  now  hope  for  a 
new  and  flourishing  era.  For  the  sake  of  peace 
he  decided  unconditionally  in  favour  of  the  Unity 
of  the  church,  which  he  advocated  in  his  cele- 
brated essays.  '*  Keligion  being  the  chief  bond 
of  human  society,  it  is  a  happy  thing  when 
itself  is  well  contained  within  the  true  bond 
of  unity.  The  quarrels  and  divisions  about 
religion  were  things  unknown  to  the  heathen*** 
Again,  *'  The  fruit  (of  unity)  towards  those  that 
are  within  the  church  is  peace,  which  containeth 
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infinite  blessings."  *  To  secure  peace  he  fayoured 
ecclesiastical  unity,  based  upon  the  decrees  of 
religion ;  and  thus  he  less  than  any  would  attempt 
to  peril  this  unity  by  an  attack.  He  fuUy  re- 
cognised the  maxim,  which  perfectly  expresses 
his  position  -» '*  He  who  is  not  against  us  is 
with  us." 

Let  us  suppose,  further,  that  Bacon,  by  em« 
ploying  the  repugnant  means  of  religious  con- 
troversy, had  obtained  the  repugnant  end,  and 
established  a  new  religious  sect,  what  would  have 
been  the  consequence  ?  A  new  and  zealous  sec- 
tarian spirit — that  is  to  say,  a  new  fanaticism  — 
that  would  have  been  the  greatest  impediment 
to  the  philosophical  thinker.  Fanaticism  is  blind 
religious  zeal,  and  thus  appeared  in  the  eyes  of 
Bacon  as  the  most  venomous  degeneracy  in 
religion — as  a  leprosy  to  which  he  openly  and 
boldly  opposed  the  principle  of  toleration. 

3.  THB  rOUTUUI.  TIBW. 

If  Bacon,  for  the  sake  of  peace,  avoided  all 
religious  controversy,  and  shunned  every  step 
tiiat  might  disturb  ecclesiastical  unity,  he  could 
not  do  otherwise  than  require  a  similar  pacific 
disposition  on  the  side  of  religion  and  the  church* 
For  what  is  gained  by  a  peaceful  acknowledg- 

•  Zmaj  m.  <*  Of  Unity  in  Bdigion.** 

Z  4 


312     FBAKCI8  BAOOK  OF  VERULAIL 

Inent  of  the  chnrch,  if  the  church  itself  desires 
war?  Here  Bacon  sets  a  defined  impassable 
limit  to  the  authority  of  religion  and  the  diurch. 
He  would  have  the  spirit  of  turbulence  sup- 
pressed and  restrained  within  the  church  itself. 
Within  the  church  an  interruption  to  peace  arises 
from  a  blind  religious  zeal^  which  is  always  in- 
clined to  violent  outbreaks.  Its  practical  form 
is  fanaticism  in  the  cause  of  propagandism^  its 
theoretical  form  is  superstition ;  and  to  these  forms 
Bacon  respectively  sets  a  restraining  and  n^a- 
tive  limit.  The  practical  check  to  that  fanatical 
propaganda^  which  we  may  appropriately  call  the 
ecclesiastical  spirit  of  conquest,  or  the  passion  for 
Religious  supremacy,  is  to  be  found  in  the  state 
and  in  policy.  The  theoretical  check  to  supersti- 
tion  is  to  be  found  in  science,  more  especiaUy  in 
natural  philosophy.  Superstition  is  the  internal 
ground  of  religious  fanaticism,  which,  in  its  turn, 
is  the  ground  of  religious  war&  The  latter 
should  be  prevented  by  the  state,  the  former 
by  science.  In  the  eyes  of  Bacon  it  is  a  false 
unity  in  religion  that  is  based  upon  superstition ; 
for  superstition  is  ignorance,  mental  darkness, 
and  <'in  the  dark  all  colours  are  alike."  And 
equally  false  is  that  ecclesiastical  unity  which 
seeks  to  extend  itself  by  violent  expedients,  and 
in  religious  wars  gives  rise  to  those  horrors  that 
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haye  alwajB  had  a  tendency  (and  justly  too)  to 
awake  a  dislike  to  the  church.  To  prevent  these, 
Bacon  makes  the  church  subordinate  to  the 
secular  authority,  that  it  may  never  dbturb  civil 
peace  or  attack  the  power  of  the  state,  which  of 
all  human  powers  is  the  highest.  It  must  never 
wield  the  sword  of  Mahomet.  In  a  word,  Bacon 
disarms  the  church  in  the  name  of  the  state.  If 
religion  attacks  the  state, ''  that  is  but  to  dash  the 
first  table  agunst  the  second,  and  so  to  connect 
men  as  Christians,  as  we  forget  that  they  are  men. 
Lucretius,  the  poet,  when  he  beheld  the  act  of 
Agamemnon,  that  could  endure  the  sacrificing 
of  his  own  daughter,  exclaimed:  Tantum  reUgio 
patuU  iuadere  malarunu  What  would  he  have 
said  if  he  had  known  of  the  massacre  in  France, 
or  the  powder  treason  of  England  ?  He  would 
have  been  seven  times  more  an  epicure  and 
atheist  than  he  was."* 

Against  the  fanatical  propagation  of  religion, 
the  authority  of  the  state  opposes  a  secure  barrier* 
This  severe  discipline  and  surveiUanee  of  the 
state  b  above  all  things  necessary,  that  religion 
may  not  kindle  the  torch  of  political  revolution* 
To  this  danger,  which  was  imminent  in  his  own 
age.  Bacon  calls  especial  attention.  It  is  partly 
to  be  apprehended  that  religion  by  its  affinity  to 

•  Emsjt  m.  *«  Of  Unitj  In  Bdligion." 
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fanaticism,  and  fanaticism  by  its  affinity  to — or 
more  correctly  speaking,  its  accordance  with — bar- 
barism, may  let  loose  the  rabble,  and  array  all  the 
wilful  feelings  with  which  it  is  connected  against 
the  state.  Thns  arise  religions  civil  wars,  the 
most  terrible  of  all  political  evils.  If  a  reform 
in  the  church  is  requisite,  it  should  be  effected, 
not  by  the  people,  but  by  the  state.  Thus 
Bacon's  position  with  respect  to  religion  b  com- 
pletely in  accordance  with  the  example  set  by 
the  English  reformation, — by  the  age  of  Henry 
the  Eighth  and  Elizabeth.  ''As  the  temporal 
sword  is  to  be  drawn  with  great  circumspection 
in  cases  of  religion,  so  it  is  a  thing  monstrous  to 
put  it  in  the  hands  of  the  common  people;  let 
that  be  left  to  the  Anabaptists  and  other  furies. 
It  was  great  blasphemy  when  the  devil  said, '  I 
will  ascend  and  be  like  the  Highest; '  but  it  la 
greater  blasphemy  to  personate  God  and  bring 
him  in  saying,  '  I  will  descend  and  be  like  the 
prince  of  darkness;'  and  what  is  it  better,  to  make 
the  cause  of  religicm  to  descend  to  the  cruel  and 
execrable  actions  of  murdering  princes,  butchery 
of  people,  and  subversion  of  states  and  govern- 
ments !  Surely  this  is  to  bring  down  the  Holy 
Ghost,  instead  of  the  likeness  of  a  dove,  in  the 
shape  of  a  vulture  or  raven,  and  to  set  out  of  the 
bark  of  a  Christian  church  a  flag  of  a  bark  of 
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pirates  and  assassins.  Therefore  it  is  most  neces- 
saiy  that  the  church  by  doctrine  and  decree^ 
princes  bj  their  sword,  and  all  learnings,  both 
Christian  and  moral,  as  by  their  Mercury  rod,  do 
damn  and  send  to  hell  for  ever  those  facts  and 
opinions  tending  to  the  support  of  the  same,  as 
hath  been  already  in  good  part  done."  * 

Thus  is  Bacon's  position  with  r^ard  to  religion 
most  clearly  indicated  by  himself.  He  carries  the 
staflf  of  the  herald,  who  proclaims  an  armistice.  He 
desires  peace,  and  therefore  he  professes  an  unoon« 
ditional  acknowledgment  of  that  revealed  reli* 
gion  which  is  likewise  adopted  by  the  state,  at  the 
same  time  requiring  an  equally  pacific  disposition 
on  the  side  of  the  church,  which  is  no  longer  to 
wield  secular  power,  but  to  leaye  this  wholly  in 
the  hands  of  the  state ;  thus  remoiring  all  those 
means  of  coercion  by  which  it  oppresses  consciences 
and  disturbs  peace.  Every  coercion  of  conscience 
attempted  by  the  church  unequiyocally  betrays 
a  design  to  grasp  secular  authority.  Bacon  con- 
cludes his  essay  "  Of  the  Unity  of  the  Church," 
with  the  following  words: — ''It  was  a  suitable 
observation  of  a  wise  &ther,  and  no  less  ingeni- 
ously composed,  that  those  which  held  and  per- 
suaded pressure  of  consciences,  were  commonly 
interested  therein  themselves  for  their  own  ends." 

•  E1M7  m.  "  Of  Unitj  in  ReUgion." 
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4.  THE  HXOATIVB  YIBW. 

What  Bacon  unconditionally  acknowledges  Is 
that  pacific  and  peace-promoting  religion  which 
alone  proceeds  from  the  Deity ;  what  he  uncon- 
ditionally rejects  is  that  peace-destroying  and  be- 
nighted religion  which  is  based  on  human  super- 
stitions. Bevealed  religion  b  opposed  to  the 
reason,  but  never  to  the  good  of  man.  This 
point  of  yieWy  which  regards  practical  utility, 
was  so  firmly  established  in  Bacon,  that  he  ever 
made  it  a  standard  of  the  Divine  wilL  But  while 
he  is  so  respectful  and  submissive  towards  positive 
revealed  religion,  he  is  equally  uncompromising 
and  critical  with  regard  to  superstition,  to  which, 
when  it  expresses  itself  practically,  he  opposes 
the  secular  power  as  a  public  institution ;  and  to 
which,  when  it  expresses  itself  theoretically,  he 
opposes  science  as  a  remedy.  In  this  sense  he 
must  be  understood,  when  he  says  of  natural 
philosophy  that  it  is  the  sweet  medicine  of  su- 
perstition, and  the  most  faithful  handmaid  of 
religion.* 

Superstition,  in  the  eyes  of  Bacon,  is  the  ex* 
aggerated,  degenerate,  and  really  selfish  religion, 
which  to  him  appears  far  worse  than  degenerate 

*  **  CeitiBsima  supentitionis  medidna."  **  Beligioni  fidiflsiiiia 
ftncilla.-— Aw.  Oyy.  L  89. 
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philosophy.  The  degeneracy  of  philosophy  is 
infidelity  or  atheism,  which  Bacon  refutes  by 
means  of  natural  theology.  This  is  opposed  to 
infidelity,  as  revealed  theology  is  opposed  to 
superstition.  If  there  was  no  choice  possible 
beside  that  between  atheism  and  superstition. 
Bacon  would  declare  unconditionally  in  favour  of 
atheism,  because  it  does  not  appear  to  him  so 
bad  as  the  other.  Whether  theoretically  or 
practically  considered,  superstition  appears  to 
him  the  more  mischievous  of  the  two ;  for  theo« 
retically  it  is  an  unworthy  notion  of  the  Deity, 
which  it  perverts  into  an  idol;  practically,  it 
is  dangerous  to  man,  because  it  favours  im« 
morality  and  fanaticism,  and  therefore  difiuses  a 
peace-destroying  venom  through  human  society* 
Atheism  has  no  notion  of  the  Deity;  tiiis  is 
better  than  a  notion  that  is  absurd  and  opposed 
to  His  true  nature.  It  is  better,  he  thinks,  to 
pass  over  or  deny  the  existence  of  a  Deity,  than 
to  dishonour  it  by  the  im worthiest  notions.  This 
is  done  by  superstition,  which  is,  in  truth,  a 
''pasquill  against  the  Divine  Being.  Plutarch 
sayeth  well  to  that  purpose:  *  Surely,'  saith 
he,  '  I  had  rather  a  great  deal  men  should  say 
there  was  no  such  man  at  all  as  Plutarch,  than 
that  they  should  say  that  there  was  one  Plutarch 
that  would  eat  his  children  as  soon  as  they  were 
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born/  as  the  poets  speak  of  Saturn.^*  Sapersti- 
tion  tyrannises  over  men,  produces  discord  among 
them,  and  corrupts  all  the  healthy  powers  of  the 
mind ;  nothing  of  the  sort  is  done  by  atheism. 
"  Atheism  leaves  a  man  to  sense,  to  philosophy, 
to  natural  piety,  to  laws,  to  reputation;  all 
which  may  be  guides  to  an  outward  moral 
virtue,  though  religion  were  not;  but  super- 
stition dismounts  all  these,  and  seeketh  an  ab- 
solute monarchy  in  the  minds  of  men ;  therefore 
atheism  did  never  perturb  states;  for  it  makes 
men  wary  of  themselves,  as  looking  no  further ; 
and  we  see  the  times  inclined  to  atheism  (as  the 
time  of  Augustus  Caesar)  were  civil  times."! 
Superstition,  on  the  contrary,  leads  to  political 
aberrations.  ''  Superstition  hath  been  the  con- 
fusion of  many  states,  and  bringeth  in  a  '  primum 

*  Eoaj  XYIL  "  Of  Svpentition.**  Here  u  a  specimen  of  the 
contradictions,  of  which,  if  we  will,  we  maj  find  manj  in  the 
works  of  Bacon.  He  has  preriouslj  said  that  he  prefers  super- 
stition to  atheism;  he  now  says  that  he  prefers  atheism  to 
superstition.  With  the  former  declaration  he  begins  his  discourse 
against  atheism ;  with  the  latter  his  discourse  against  super* 
stition.  Which  of  the  two  did  Bacon  really  prefer  to  the  other  ? 
Let  the  reasons  be  examined  which  he  opposes  to  each,  and  it 
will  be  found  that  they  are  more  numerous  and  stronger  against 
superstition  than  against  atheism.  Thus  the  contradiction 
which  exisu  in  his  words  is  solved  in  his  own  mind.  Indeed,  it 
only  exisu  in  the  eyes  of  superficial  readers,  and  I  should  like 
to  know  an  author  who  to  such  readers  is  without  oontnuiiction« 

t  Evay  XVIL  ••Of  Superstition." 
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mobile'  that  raviaheth  all  the  spheres  of  govern- 
ment  The  master  of  superstition  is  the  people, 
and  in  all  superstition  wise  men  follow  fools; 
and  aiguments  are  fitted  to  practice  in  a  reversed 
order."*  If  we  look  for  the  causes  of  superstition, 
we  shall  find  them  to  be  **  Pleasing  and  sensual 
rites  and  ceremonies;  excess  of  outward  and 
Pharisaical  holiness;  ever  great  reverence  of 
tradition,  which  cannot  but  bind  the  church;  the 
stratagems  of  prelates  for  their  own  ambition  and 
honour ;  the  proving  too  much  of  good  intentions, 
which  openeth  the  gate  to  conceits  and  novelties ; 
the  taking  an  aim  at  divine  matters  by  human, 
which  cannot  but  breed  mixture  of  imaginations ; 
and,  lastly,  barbarous  times,  especially  joined  with 
calamities  and  disasters."!  We  must  not  allow 
ourselves  to  be  deceived  by  the  similarity  of 
superstition  to  religion.  This  very  similarity 
renders  it  the  more  hideous.  ''As  it  addeth 
deformity  to  an  ape  to  be  like  a  man,  so  the  simi- 
litude of  superstition  to  religion  makes  it  the 
more  deformed."  Bacon  prudently  adds,  how- 
ever: "  There  is  a  superstition  in  avoiding  super- 
stition, when  men  think  to  do  best  if  they  go 
furthest  from  the  superstition  formerly  received ; 
therefore  care  would  be  had  (as  it  fareth  in 
ill-purgings)  the  good  be  not  taken  away  with 

•  Einy  XYU  •«  Of  Sapentitton."  t  It>i<>- 
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the  bad,  which  commonly  is  done  when  Ae  people 
is  the  reformer." 

Superstition,  tyrannical  and  selfish  as  it  is,  hates 
its  adversary,  and  brands  every  one  that  opposes 
it  with  the  name  of  atheist.  How  great  caution 
must  be  observed  in  the  use  of  this  name  I 
Atheism  is  *' Godlessness  {Gottiosiffkeit).  True 
atheism  is  that  practical  godlessness  which,  under 
the  appearance  of  religion,  favours  selfish  interests, 
and  conduces  to  private  advantages."  Theore* 
tical  godlessness  —  speculative  atheism — is  alto- 
gether very  rare.  ^'  The  great  atheists,  indeed, 
are  hypocrites,  which  are  ever  handling  holy 
things,  but  without  feeling;  so  as  they  must 
needs  be  cauterised  in  the  end*" 


5.  BAOOM's  OVN  BXUOIOUS  SENTOCXIITS. 

The  religious  character  of  Bacon  is  in  accord- 
ance with  his  philosophy.  Even  with  respect  to 
this  extremely  recondite  point  (for  a  man's  own 
religious  views  belong  to  his  own  heart)  we  can 
pronounce  a  definite  judgment.  He  was  utterly 
averse  to  superstition,  as  the  deformed  religion 
of  human  conceit,  and  attacked  it  with  sdentific 
(more  particularly  physical)  '^ enlightenment;'* 
to  atheism  he  opposed  scientific  reasons,  but  with- 
out any  feeling  of  animosity  whatever,   Bevealed 
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religion  and  the  church  that  is  based  upon  it>  he 
acknowledged  for  reasons  with  which  his  theo- 
retical views  did  not  interfere ;  while  with  his 
practical  and  political  views  they  were  fully  in 
accordance.  He  desired  to  see  revealed  religion 
purified,  like  natural  science,  from  all  human 
idols.  On  this  point  he  was  as  thoroughly  anti* 
catholic  as  became  a  genuine  follower  of  the 
age  of  the  Reformation.  He  wished  to  adopt 
revealed  religion  without  any  logical  form  of 
proof;  and  on  this  point  he  thought  antischo* 
lastically  as  the  founder  of  a  new  philosophy. 
This  philosophy  could  furnish  no  arguments  to 
prove  the  articles  of  revealed  religion,  and  Bacon's 
mind  was  exactly  fitted  to  perceive  this  incapacity 
in  his  philosophy.  All  that  it  could  offer  to  reli- 
gion was  a  formal,  unconditional  acknowledgment. 
I  am  willing  to  concede  that  Bacon's  personal 
position  at  the  Court  of  James  I.,  his  regard  for 
the  king,  and  the  exigencies  of  the  time  generally, 
together  with  many  collateral  motives,  may  have 
greatly  influenced  and  confirmed  him  in  the  ex- 
pression of  this  acknowledgment.  With  a  merely 
formal  acknowledgment  it  is  easy  to  speak  in  any 
key;  and  Bacon  sometimes  employed  the  lan- 
guage of  simple  piety.  Human  authority  in 
religion  he  desired  to  attack ;  Divine  authority  he 
desired  unconditionally  to  acknowledge.     It  may. 
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indeed,  be  asked  what  Bacon  assumed  as  the 
decisive  test  of  Divine  anthority.  If  he  had  pro- 
posed this  question  to  himself  he  would  have  been 
compelled  to  answer  it  with  "the  Scriptures,"  and 
thus  have  fallen  into  contradiction  with  some  of 
his  own  scientific  notions.  But  it  belonged  to 
the  religious  character  of  his  age  not  to  inves- 
tigate seriously  the  question  of  Biblical  authority. 
Bacon's  formal  acknowledgment  of  reyealed  reli- 
gion did  not  exclude  an  internal  acknowledgment^ 
though  I  will  not  say  that  it  proved  one.  At  all 
events,  a  mind  like  his  was  too  wide  and  compre- 
hensive for  that  species  of  "  enlightenment"  which 
absolutely  denies  everything  that  it  is  unable  to 
explain.  This  kind  of  enlightenment  he  left  to 
later  philosophers,  who  could  think  more  nar- 
rowly, and  therefore  more  systematically,  than 
himself.  However,  the  internal  acknowledgment 
of  religion,  for  which  his  intellect,  occupied  as  it 
was  with  worldly  interests,  both  scientific  and 
practical,  still  found  room,  was  neither  a  jealous 
nor  a  profound  emotion.  Like  all  his  other  incli- 
nations, it  was  cooL  Bacon's  belief  rested  upon  a 
suppressed  doubt,  with  respect  to  which  it  main- 
tained a  constant  equilibrium.  His  real  interest 
was  centred  in  the  world,  in  nature,  and  in  expe- 
rience ;  religious  faith  was  not,  and  never  became, 
the  treasure  of  his  heart    For  this  he  lacked  the 
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simple  and  childish  mind  —  the  fitting  vessel  for 
faith.     In  religion,  as  in  everything  else,  he  had 
begun  with  doubt,  and  his  treatise  on  the  "  Chris- 
tian Paradoxes''  (1645),  which  belonged  to  an 
early  period  of  his  life,  and  did  not  appear  till 
after  his  death,  proves  his  theological  scepticism. 
He  knew  the  points  of  opposition  between  reli- 
gious revelation  and  human  reason,  before  he 
set   them   aside  by  an  arbitrary  decision.     The 
religious  disposition  of  Bacon  is  best  character- 
ised by  negative  predicates.     We  can  distinctly 
say  what  it  was  not.     It  was  not  hypocrisy,  for 
his  acknowledgment  was  meant  sincerely;  neither 
was  it  piety,  for  worldly  interests  lay  nearest  to 
his  heart,  and  he  was  naturally  deficient  in  those 
qualities  that  constitute  the  essence  —  not  to  say 
the  genius — of  religion;  namely,  an  unsophisti- 
cated readiness  to  believe,  and  a  child-like  need  of 
faith.     If  we  conceive  his  religious  views  nearer 
to  infidelity  than  to  superstition,  and  equally  re- 
moved from  both  genuine  piety  and  hypocrisy, 
we  shall  hit  upon  the  right  place — a  cool  medium, 
which  may  closely  border  on  religious  indifierence, 
if  it  does  not  exactly  correspond  to  it.     Consi- 
dered with  respect  to  his  own  feelings,  his  ac- 
knowledgment of  religion  did   not  cost  him  so 
much  as  a  disguise.     His  views  on  this  subject 
did  not  proceed  from  the  fulness  of  his  heart,  but 
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amounted  to  a  well-considered  and  well-guided 
deportment ;  they  were  not  a  mask,  but  a  dress 
suited  to  the  age^  which  we  find  perfectly  natural; 
still,  strictly  speaking,  they  were  scarcely  more 
than  his  garments. 


III.    DlYEBSITT  OF   OpINIOK    BESPECTING    THE   BeLI* 

oious  Views  of  Bacon. 

BACOH  AJXD  DB  1IAI8TKB. 

To  be  understood  superficially  and  to  be  judged 
partially  is  the  very  intelligible  fate  of  all  philo* 
sophers.  One-sided  judgments  pronounced  by 
an  acute  intellect  are  always  suspicious ;  for  they 
always  regard  one  particular  characteristic  more 
than  all  the  rest  of  a  philosopher's  peculiarities : 
and  by  dwelling  on  this  especially  render  it 
especially  prominent.  With  regard  to  the  reli- 
gious position  of  Bacon^  the  judgments  that  have 
been  pronounced  upon  it  constitute  a  really  in- 
teresting and  instructive  spectacle.  By  taking 
a  one-sided  view  of  that  which  was  two-sided 
in  Bacon's  own  nature,  they  necessarily  contra* 
diet  each  other  to  the  most  violent  degree.  All 
the  conceivable  contradictory  judgments  that 
could  be  pronounced  on  Bacon's  relation  to  re- 
ligion have  been  pronounced  in  fact^  and  serve  to 
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show  what  contradictions  Bacon  combined  within 
himself.  Compared  with  him,  their  judgments 
are  one-sided;  compared  with  each  other,  they 
form  a  perfect  specimen  of  absolute  contradiction. 
By  public  opinion  in  England  Bacon  is  generally 
regarded  as  a  genuine  Churchman ;  in  Germany 
the  correctness  of  this  view  is  greatly  doubted 
by  those  learned  men  who  have  touched  upon  the 
theme ;  and  in  France  it  is  so  utterly  denied,  that 
Bacon's  views  are  asserted  to  be  in  direct  opposi- 
tion to  those  of  the  Church  and  religion.  But 
even  in  France,  where  much  more  attention  has 
been  paid  to  Bacon  than  in  Germany,  voices  dia- 
metrically opposed  to  each  other  have  been  heard, 
specimens  of  which  we  will  cursorily  compare. 

I  must  begin  by  remarking  that  the  separation 
between  revealed  religion  and  human  reason, 
which  had  been  introduced  by  Bacon,  found  its 
way  among  minds  of  a  very  different  order,  and 
served  as  an  expression  for  diametrically  opposite 
interests.  In  short,  the  Baconian  formula  was 
greedily  caught  up  by  one  party  ns  a  shield  for 
faith,  by  another  as  a  shield  for  infidelity.  On 
this  point  there  is  a  distinction  between  the 
seventeenth  and  the  eighteenth  century.  In  the 
latter,  when  progressive  "enlightenment"  still 
availed  itself  of  the  Baconian  formula,  it  was 
always  with  an  anti-religious  view ;  the  formula 
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had  become  a  merely  formal  acknowledgment,  of 
which  we  may  say  that  it  excluded  all  internal 
religion,  and,  indeed,  concealed  its  opposite.  In 
this  form  does  the  Baconian  principle  of  faith 
appear  with  Condillac,  who  carries  the  Baconian 
philosophy  to  an  extreme  point  of  exclusive  and 
perfected  sensualism.  In  the  seventeenth  cen- 
tury, on  the  other  hand,  we  find  in  France  the 
same  separation  between  fsath  and  reason  miun- 
tained  for  the  interests  of  faith.  But  within  this 
positive  establishment  of  faith  a  further  opposi- 
tion is  still  possible ;  for  we  have  still  to  inquire 
on  what  grounds  reason  is  sacrificed  to  revealed 
religion  —  whether  this  is  done  by  piety  or  by 
scepticism  ?  It  may  be  the  interest  of  piety  to 
immerse  itself  in  Divine  revelation,  unchecked 
and  unembarrassed  by  human  reason.  It  may  be 
the  interest  of  the  sceptical  reason  to  sunder  the 
knots  of  doubt  with  the  sword  of  faith ;  not  so 
much  to  sharpen  the  sword  of  faith  as  deprive 
reason  of  the  power  of  solving  its  own  doubts  — 
that  is,  to  leave  reason  itself  in  a  state  of  doubt. 
Reason  is,  in  this  case,  sacrificed  to  faith,  after  it 
has  surveyed  on  every  side  and  analysed  with 
sceptical  acumen  the  contradictions  of  the  latter. 
Such  a  triumph  of  faith  over  reason  is,  in  fact, 
the  triumph  of  the  sceptic ;  if  doubts  can  only  be 
resolved  thus,  they  are  really  insoluble,  and  the 
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Bceptlc  has  gained  his  victory.  What  he  truly 
believes  in  is  the  uncertainty  of  human  reason ; 
his  creed  is,  in  fact»  a  disbelief  in  rational  truth, 
which  he  translates  into  a  blind  faith  in  the  truth 
of  Divine  revelation.  Those  opposite  interests 
with  respect  to  faith  —  the  religious  and  the 
sceptical  —  are  both  founded  on  the  Baconian 
separation  between  religion  and  philosophy.  Two 
of  the  greatest  and  most  interesting  minds  of  the 
seventeenth  century  maintain  this  separation  in 
the  interest  of  faith,  but  exhibit  the  diversity  just 
described.  One  is  the  Jansenist  Blaise  Pascal ; 
the  other  the  sceptic  Pierre  Bayle. 

When  the  Bacon  formula  had  been  taken  up 
in  such  a  one-sided  manner,  so  as  to  appear  now 
on  the  side  of  faith,  now  on  that  of  infidelity,  we 
cannot  wonder  that  Bacon's  own  religious  views 
were  interpreted  in  a  similar  fashion;  so  that 
some  explained  them  through  Pascal,  others 
through  Bayle,  others,  agun,  through  Condillac. 
"Bacon  was  a  decided  unbeliever" — such  was 
the  judgment  of  Condillac  and  his  school,  the 
Encyclopaadists  and  their  successors ;  Mallet,  the 
biographer  of  Bacon ;  Cabanis,  his  panegyrist ; 
Lasalle,  his  translator,  who  openly  asserts  that 
Bacon  was  in  his  heart  a  thorough  atheist,  and 
in  his  external   acknowledgment  of  religion  a 
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mere  hypocrite  and  courtier.*  All  these  persons^ 
who  are  members  of  the  same  intellectual  family, 
regard  Bacon  as  their  ancestor,  and  by  the  family 
analogy  judge  him  as  one  of  themselves.  At  the 
same  time  we  hear,  on  the  other  side,  the  opposite 
verdict  —  "  He  was  a  thorough  believer."  Such 
is  the  judgment  of  De  Luc,  the  interpreter  of 
the  Baconian  philosophy,  against  whom  Lasalle 
defends  the  infidelity  of  Bacon.  The  Abb4 
Emery  —  the  same  who  explained  the  views  of 
Leibnitz  on  religion  and  morality  —  takes  the 
same  side  as  De  Luc  in  his  apologetic  treatise  on 
the  Christianity  of  Bacon.f 

All  these  views  are  one-sided,  and,  moreover, 
far  too  vague  to  comprehend  the  whole  mind  of 
Bacon.  But  they  are  all  in  contact  with  him  at 
some  point  or  other,  though  this  point  is  not  the 
centre.  Among  those  enumerated  above  the 
nearest  akin  to  him  are  Condillac  and  his  fol- 
lowers, who  bear  to  him  about  the  same  relation 
that  the  Wolfians  bear  to  Leibnitz  among  the 
Germans.  Freethinkers  and  believers  have  alike 
claimed  Bacon  as  a  partisan,  each  having  looked 

•  Mallet's  "  Life  of  Lord  Bacon  "  prefixed  to  the  edition  of 
Bacon's  works,  published  in  London,  1740.  Cabanis,  "  Rapport 
du  Phjsiqne  et  du  Moral  de  rUomme/'  Lasalle,  "  (Euvres  do 
Bacon,  preface  generale." 

t  De  Luc,  "Precis  de  la  Philosophic  de  Bacon."  Enlieiy, 
**  Christianisme  de  Bacon.** 
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excludiyely  to  the  side  that  is  favourable  to  them- 
selves. Whatever  has  the  appearance  of  religious 
faith  in  Bacon  is  regarded  by  the  freethinkers  as 
empty  show  —  a  mere  mask  —  deliberate  hypo- 
crisy. Lasalle,  who  calls  himself  **  Bacon's  valet/' 
speaks  unblushingly,  like  a  valet^  of  this  partie 
honteuse  of  his  master.  On  the  other  hand,  what- 
ever has  the  appearance  of  infidelity  in  Bacon  is 
regarded  by  hb  religious  admirers  as  a  mere 
unimportant  expression,  or  an  error,  that  was 
afterwards  detected  by  Bacon  himself  and  in  due 
time  laid  aside.  **  The  praise  which  has  been 
heaped  on  Bacon  by  the  enemies  of  the  Christian 
religion,"  says  the  Abb6  Emery,  ''have  almost 
brought  suspicion  upon  his  faith.  But  how 
joyfully  are  we  surprised  by  his  religious  feeling 
and  his  pious  utterances!"  Thus,  among  be- 
lievers and  unbelievers  has  Bacon  found  his 
apologists,  or,  to  use  a  modern  term,  his  advo- 
cates to  plead  for  him.  However,  to  complete 
the  group,  we  still  want  the  polemic  contro- 
versialist, the  advocatus  diabolic  whom,  in  the 
case  of  Bacon,  we  can  only  find  among  a  certain 
class  of  persons  —  namely,  among  the  fanatics. 
And  here  we  really  do  find  this  advocatus 
diaboK;  —  he  comes,  as  if  he  were  called,  in  the 
person  of  Count  Joseph  de  Maistre,  through 
whom  French  literature  has  at  last,  with  a  hearty 
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good  willy  sought  to  fill  up  the  gap  caused  in  its 
Baconian  documents  by  the  absence  of  polemical 
controversy.  Under  the  title  '^Examen  de  la 
Philosophic  de  Bacon^*'*  De  Maistre  has^  in  two 
volumes,  attempted  not  merely  to  attack,  but  to 
annihilate  Bacon.  He  is  so  far  right  in  his 
thorough  hostility  that  his  point  of  view  is  diame- 
trically opposite  to  that  of  Bacon.  Nothing  was 
so  repulsive  as  religious  fanaticism  to  the  tolerant 
thinker  devoted  to  the  study  of  natural  science. 
De  Maistre  is  vl  fanatic.  To  no  ecclesiastical  theory 
was  Bacon  more  opposed  than  to  the  Catholic. 
Our  readers  must  have  already  remarked  that 
when  Bacon  describes  superstition,  he  borrows  his 
traits  from  Catholicism.  Now  De  Maistre  is  not 
only  a  Catholic  in  the  Ultramontane  sense  of  the 
word,  but  he  is  a  Jesuitical  Catholic  To  no 
scientific  view  was  Bacon  more  decidedly  opposed 
than  to  that  of  the  schoolmen,  by  whom  the 
theology  of  the  middle  ages  was  elaborated.  De 
Maistre  is  an  artificial  schoolman,  for  his  age 
prevents  him  from  being  a  natural  one ;  he  is  a 
Bomanticist,  one  of  those  who  attempt  an  arti- 
ficial resuscitation  of  the  past  by  means  of  a 
political  restoration  with  mediasval  institutions. 

*  **  Examen  de  la  Fhiloeophie  de  Bacon,  odl  Ton  traite  dif- 
ferentes  qaestions  de  la  philosophie  rationelle.  CEuvre  posthnme 
du  Comte  Joseph  de  Maiatre.    8  vols.    Paris  et  Lyon,  1836." 
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Therefore,  passing  over  the  Baconian  philosophy, 
he  takes  his  stand  at  a  grade  of  cultivation  that 
Bacon  has  left  behind  him ;  which  is  an  unlucky 
position  for  the  polemics  of  Count  de  Maistre, 
inasmuch  as  he  only  sees  the  back  of  the  object  he 
attacks,  and  on  the  strength  of  this  aspect  passes 
judgment  upon  Bacon,  If  ive  compare  them  with 
each  other,  we  find  that  their  points  of  view,  not 
the  ages  in  which  they  lived,  are  opposed  to  each 
other.  Bacon's  opposition  to  scholasticism  was 
natural,  necessary,  decided ;  De  Maistre^s  opposi- 
tion to  Bacon  is  artificial,  forced,  unsteady,  and, 
because  he  would  be  most  decided,  he  becomes,  in 
the  highest  degree,  violent,  unjust,  and  irrational. 
Thus  the  crusade  which  the  French  Bomanticist 
of  the  nineteenth  century  would  preach  against 
the  English  philosopher  of  the  seventeenth  is 
poisoned  and  corrupted  in  the  outset. 

What  De  Maistre  finds  most  intolerable  in  the 
Baconian  philosophy  is  the  separation  between 
philosophy  and  religion — science  and  theology — 
that  is  first  introduced  by  Bacon.  What  most 
excites  his  wrath  in  the  Baconian  philosophy  is 
the  precedence  given  to  physics,  and  the  secondary 
rank  conceded  to  moral  and  political  science.  Only 
the  second  place,  he  thinks,  belongs  to  physical 
science;  the  first  place  belongs  of  right  to  theology, 
morals,  and  politics.     Every  people  that  does  not 
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rigidly  observe  this  order  of  precedence  is  in  a 
state  of  decline.  The  Komanticist  is  dreaming  of 
those  ecclesiastical  forefathers  and  schoolmen  who 
philosophised  for  the  benefit  of  the  Church.  He 
maintains,  in  opposition  to  Bacon,  a  similar  union 
of  religion  and  philosophy ;  nevertheless  he  so  far 
forgets  himself  as  to  defend  this  union  by  argu* 
ments  that  do  not  belong  to  scholasticism  but  to 
"  enlightenment."  One  can  hardly  believe  one's 
own  eyes,  when,  to  prove  the  accordance  of  reve- 
lation with  reason,  De  Maistre  advances  arguments 
that  have  been  already  employed  by  Lessing.  He 
speaks  of  the  educational  course  of  Divine  revela- 
tions, and  of  their  natural  fitness  to  the  compre- 
hensive power  of  the  human  understanding;  and 
shows  that  no  revelation  is  anything  more  than  an 
earlier-communicated  truth,  an  ''enlightenment" 
under  pedagogical  auspices.  Where  a  De  Maistre 
should  rest  his  defence  solely  on  the  authority  of 
the  Church,  he  has  recourse  to  the  rational  argu- 
ments afibrded  by  an  "  enlightenment "  foreign 
to  the  Church.  When  the  modern  diplomatist 
espouses  the  cause  of  scholasticism  against  Bacon, 
he  becomes  a  Romanticist;  when  he  defends 
it  as  its  advocate,  he  becomes  a  sophist,  and 
shares  the  fate  of  all  his  party.  While  resting 
upon  the  authority  of  the  Church,  which  has  force 
on    its  side,  persons  of  this  class  may  triumph ; 
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but  when  they  have  recourse  to  rational  argu- 
ments^ they  inconsistently  sacrifice  their  own 
principles^  and  are  defeated  to  such  a  degree  that 
they  Toluntarily  surrender  their  weapons  to  the 
enemy.  However^  Bacon  is  by  no  means  the 
sole  mark  for  the  polemics  of  De  Maistre.  In 
the  person  of  Bacon,  De  Maistre  would  annihi- 
late a  whole  race  —  a  whole  age — the  eighteenth 
century,  with  all  the  representatives  of  the  French 
**  enlightenment  "  Every  blow  that  Bacon  re- 
ceives from  the  hands  of  De  Maistre  is  intended^ 
at  the  same  time,  for  Condillac  and  the  Ency- 
clopasdists.  De  Maistre's  book  against  Bacon 
is  a  declaration  of  war  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Bomanticism  of  the  nineteenth  century  against 
the  French  *'  enlightenment "  of  the  eighteenth. 
"Bacon,'*  says  De  Maistre,  ''was  the  idol  of 
the  eighteenth  century;  he  was  the  ancestor 
of  Condillac,  and  must  be  judged  according  to 
his  descendants — his  intellectual  kindred  —  and 
these  were  a  Locke,  a  Hobbes,  a  Voltaire,  a 
Ilelvetius,  a  Condillac,  a  Diderot,  a  D^Alembert, 
&C.  Bacon  Iiud  down  the  principle  of  the  Ency- 
cloptedists,  and  these  in  return  spread  abroad  his 
fame,  and  elevated  him  to  the  throne  of  philo- 
sophy. He  was  the  originator  of  that  'Theo- 
misia'  that  filled  the  mind  of  the  eighteentli 
century." 
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Such,  according  to  De  Maistre,  is  the  historical 
importance  of  Bacon,  which  is  unquestionably 
great  and  extensive.  The  advocacy  of  "  enlighten- 
ment" has  all  the  more  interest  in  reducing  this 
character  to  its  true  value,  as  a  whole  hostile 
century  dates  from  it  as  from  a  beginning.  From 
lengthy  tirades  we  will  endeavour  to  bring  to- 
gether the  characteristic  traits  that  will  show  our 
readers  the  image  of  Bacon  as  it  existed  in  the 
mind  of  De  Maistre.  It  is  a  caricature  unlike 
anything  in  humanity,  that,  instead  of  rendering 
its  object  detestable,  makes  its  originator  ridi- 
culous. Fanaticism  spoils  every  talent,  even  the 
talent  for  distortion,  destroying  the  last  vestige 
of  similarity  with  nature,  because  there  is  nothing 
in  common  between  nature  and  itself. 

De  Maistre  chiefly  estimates  tbe  object  of  his 
criticism  from  the  Roman  Catholic  point  of  view, 
which  he  calls  the  Christian.  And  from  this 
point  of  view,  what  is  the  aspect  o^  Bacon  ?  He 
was,  says  De  Maistre,  what  the  l^lgd^fesedists 
called  him,  an  infidel,  a  decided  atheisB  Never- 
theless, henS^Se  in  praise  of  faith,  and  al- 
lowed it  unconditional  authority.  ''  So  much 
the  worse,"  says  De  Maistre ;  "  he  was  likewise 
a  consummate  hypocrite."  Here  good  service 
is  done  by  Lasalle,  who  also  declared  that  his 
lord  and  master,  as  he  called  Bacon,  was  an 
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atheist  with  a  hypocritical  mask.  But  where  does 
De   Maistre    find   the   criteria   for   Bacon^s  in- 
fidelity and  hypocrisy?     Here  we  have  a  fine- 
specimen  of  the  keenness  of  De  Maistre's  scent 
in  sniffing  out  such  criteria.     Indeed^  so  keen  a 
scent  would  scarcely  allow  any  one  to  escape. 
In   the  twenty*  ninth   aphorism   of  the    second 
book  of  his  "  Novum  Organum/'  Bacon  says  that 
the  uncommon  phenomena  of  nature^  monstrous 
births,  &c.,  should  be  examined  and  collected, 
but  with  caution,  and  that  those  above  all  must 
be  regarded  with  suspicion  that  have  their  source 
in  religion,  as  is  the  case  with  the  prodigies  of 
Livy.      De  Maistre  lays  violent  hands  on  this 
passage,  in  which  Bacon  is  made  to  confess  his 
atheism   and   hypocrisy   at   once.     The   passage 
cited  refers  to  remarkable  natural  phenomena ;  -^ 
not  to  wonders,  but  to  monsters  (monstra),  as,  in- 
deed. Bacon  calls  them.     As  far  as  these  are  con- 
cerned  Bacon   would  not  have   implicit    credit 
given  to  religious  narratives,  whatever  they  may 
be.     "Stop I"   cries  De   Maistrcj^  "this  is  flat 
blasphemy  I     Bacon  here  means   CLrisfianity ; 
—  he  blasphemes  the  true  religion;  —  he  is  no 
Christian ;  —  he   is  an   atheist  I  "      But   Bacon 
adds,  by  way  of  example,  the  prodigies  narrated 
by  Livy,  and  further  on  he  cites  the  writers 
on  natural  magic  and  alchemy.     The  Christian 
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miracles,  which  are  not  even  included  in  the 
category,  never  occur  to  his  mind.  "Here," 
« cries  De  Maistre,  ^^is  a  hypocrite; — ^he  means 
Christianity^  and  he  cites  Livy.  See  how  the 
clever  actor  can  conceal  himself  in  a  moment,  by 
using  Livy  as  a  mask.  I  can  say  to  him  in  the 
words  of  Madame  de  Sevigne,  '  Gentle  masque, 
I  know  you.'  lie  says  that  where  monsters  are 
concerned,  religious  narratives  are  not  to  be  be* 
lieved,  whatever  they  may  be.*  Thus  it  stands 
written,  'whatever  they  may  be.*  He  means 
all,  the  Christian  included.**  Because  Bacon 
is  doubtful  with  respect  to  the  records  of  mon- 
sters, he  is  regarded  by  De  Maistre  as  un-Chris- 
tian;  because  he  refers  to  Livy,  he  is  looked 
upon  as  a  hypocrite. 

And  what  is  the  scientific  rank  of  Bacon  in  the 
opinion  of  one  who  has  just  unmasked  him  as  an 
atheist  and  hypocrite  in  religion  ?  "  He  preaches 
science,"  says  De  Alaistre,  "just  as  his  Church 
preaches  Cliristianity-7-without  a  mission.**  Count 
de  Maistre  will  permit  us,  in  our  turn,  to  use  the 
expression  of  Madame  de  Sevign6  with  reference 
to  himself:  "  Gentle  masque,  we  know  you."   He 

The  w<Mrds  in  the  passage  referred  to  are — **  Maxime  aatem 
habenda  saot  pro  suspectis,  quie  proceduDt  qwamodocunque  a 
rdigione  ;  ut  prodigia  Livii ;"  and  thns  De  Maistre's  reasoning 
b  even  more  inaccurate  than  appears  in  the  text— J.  O. 
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attacks  Bacon,  not  merely  as  the  intellectual  pro« 
genitor  of  Condillac^  as  the  idol  of  the  eighteenth 
century,  as  the  philosopher,  but  also  as  the — Pro-> 
testant.  A  Protestant,  a  member  of  the  rebellious 
Church,  withdraws  from  the  Mother  Church  the 
service  of  philosophy,  undertakes  the  hegemony 
of  science,  and  hands  it  over  to  Protestantism* 
This  unpleasant  fact  is  a  heavy  grievance  to  the 
fanatical  Catholic,  the  romantic  schoolman,  the 
diplomatist  of  the  restoration,   and   he    would 
gladly  get   rid   of  such  a   stumbling-block  of 
offence*     Bacon  had  as  much  a  vocation  to  be 
the  reformer  of  science,  as  Protestantism  to  ef- 
fect a  reformation  of  the   Church;   which,  in 
De  Maistre's  language,  means  he  had  no  voca- 
tion at  all,  but  in  our  language  denotes  that  he 
had  a  high  vocation  indeed ;  and  to  this  high 
▼ocation  the  three  centuries  during  which  Pro- 
testantism has  existed  and  flourished,  bear  ample 
testimony.     According  to  the  judgment  of  De 
Maiatre,   Bacon  was    not  «a    scientific    genius* 
Why?     Because  he  made  no  discoveries  him- 
self, but  only  wrote  on  the  art  of  making  dis- 
coveries ;  because  he  was  a  theorist  with  respect 
to  this  art*     We  may  as  well  reproach  the  writer 
on  sesthetics  for  not  being  himself  an  artist.     If 
people  treating  of  subjects  only  say  what  they 
are  not,  there  is  no  end  to  verbosity.    The  number 
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of  infinite  propositions*,  as  logic  calls  them,  is 
itself  infinite.  Logic  should  extract  specimens  of 
these  infinite  propositions  (which,  in  point  of  fact, 
are  no  propositions)  from  the  works  of  our  critics. 
But  if  Bacon  was  no  more  a  scientific  genius 
than  a  writer  on  aesthetics  is  an  artist,  what  was 
he  after  all?  He  was,  according  to  the  deci- 
sion of  De  Maistre,  a  mere  writer  f  of  the  most 
frivolous  and  rudest  kind,  and,  moreover,  without 
a  trace  of  originality ;  for  his  language  abounds 
in  Gallicisms.  His  love  for  science  was  an  un- 
happy and  sterile  love  —  like  the  passion  of  a 
eunuch !  His  so-called  philosophy  is  a  spiritless 
materialism,  uncertain  and  unsteady  in  its  ex- 
pression, frivolous  in  tone,  and  full  of  fallacies  in 
every  assertion.  De  Maistre  will  not  acknow- 
ledge a  single  spark  of  truth  in  Bacon,  but  con- 
stantly repeats  expressions  of  the  profoundest  con- 
tempt. We  see  that  we  are  concerned  with  a 
mere  maniac,  who,  at  every  word,  plunges  deeper 
and  deeper  into  an  inconsiderate  and  therefore 
ridiculous  rage ;  and,  under  the  name  of  Bacon, 
maltreats  a  bugbear  that  is  but  his  own  bungling 
handiwork ;  as  for  instance,  when  we  read  such 
propositions  as  these : — "  The  general  impression 

*  ^.  g^  •*  Man  \b  a  non-horse."— J.  O. 
t  "  Ein  belletristicber  Schriftateller."    There  is  no  equivalent 
for  this  expression.— J.  Q. 
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left  upon  me  after  a  careful  examination  of  Bacon, 
is  a  feeling  of  thorough  mistrust,  and,  therefore,  of 
thorough  contempt.     I  despise    him    in  eyery 
respect  —  both  when  he  says  Yes,  and  when  he 
says  No,^    **  Bacon  is  wrong  when  he  affirms ; 
wrong  when  he  denies ;  wrong  when  he  doubts ; 
wrong,  in  a  word,  wherever  error  is  possible  to 
man."    And  the  basis  of  this  thoroughly  false 
and  pernicious  philosophy  was  as  vun  and  des- 
picable as  the  philosophy  itself.     It  was  nothing 
but  a  morbid  love  of  invention,  the  *'  disease  of 
neologism,"  that  seduced  Bacon  and  the  whole 
modem  philosophy  in  England,  France,  and  Ger- 
many.    A  mere  desire  to  oppose  the  ancients 
gave  to  all  the  so-called  systems  of  modem  phi- 
losophy their  ephemeral  existence,  and  to  the 
founders  thereof  that  ephemeral  fame,  that  Count 
de  Maistre  annihilates  with  the  breath  of  his 
mouth.      His  indignant  glance  discovers  —  not 
without   pity  —  the   greatest  and   most  difficult 
thinker  of  modern  philosophy  —  the  German  Im- 
manuel  Kant  —  in  the  ranks  of  the  neologists. 
It  is  amusing  to  find  a  Kant  before  the  tribunal 
of  a  De  Maistre,  and  still  more  amusing  to  hear 
the  sentence  pronounced  upon  the  greatest  of 
philosophers  by  the   least  unbiassed  of  judges. 
In  the  opinion  of  De  Maistre,  Kant  might  have 
been  a  philosopher  if  he  had  not  been  a  charlatan. 

%  8 
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The  inoomparable  passage  is  to  this  effect: — *'If 
Kant  had^  with  all  simplicityy  followed  a  Plato,  a 
Descartes,  and  a  Malebranche,  the  world  would 
long  have  ceased  to  talk  of  Locke ;  and  France 
would,  perchance,  have  become  better  instructed 
with  respect  to  her  miserable  and  ridiculous  Con* 
dillac  Instead  of  this,  Kant  abandoned  himself 
to  that  unhappy  deeire  for  innovation  that  will  not 
be  indebted  to  any  one.  He  discoursed  like  an 
obscure  oracle.  He  would  say  nothing  like  other 
people,  but  invented  a  language  of  his  own;  and 
not  content  with  requiring  us  to  learn  German 
(and  no  slight  requisition  that),  he  would  even 
compel  us  to  learn  Kant.  And  what  is  the  re* 
suit  ?  Among  his  own  countrymen  he  excited  a 
transient  fermentation,  an  artificial  enthusiasm,  a 
scholastic  commotion,  that  found  its  limit  on  the 
right  bank  of  the  Rhine ;  for  as  soon  as  the  inter- 
preters of  Kant  ventured  to  cross  this  boundary, 
and  attempted  to  palm  off  their  stuff  upon  the 
French,  the  latter  were  unable  to  restrain  their 
laughter.'^ 

I  am  sincerely  afndd  that  a  similar  fortune  will 
befall  Count  de  Maistre  among  the  countrymen  of 
Bacon  and  of  Kant ;  and,  indeed,  we  shall  laugh 
at  him  on  other  grounds  than  those  on  which  the 
French  laugh  at  Kant;  we  shall  laugh  at  Att 
expense,  not  at  our  own. 
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CHAP.  XL 

THB  BAOOKUy  PBOfCmB  OF  FAITH  IV  ITS  DXVfLOPXBHT. 

The  motives  that  determine  Bacon's  position  with 
respect  to  religion,  and  compel  it  to  proceed  hj  a 
compounded,  and,  we  may  say,  diagonal  path,  are 
many  and  various.  The  movement  is  guided  by 
springs  that  co-operate  in  very  different  directions. 
To  tmderstand  the  Baconian  tendency  in  matters 
of  faith,  it  b  necessary  to  resolve  it  carefully  into 
its  original  motives.  Those  who  interpret  it  as 
merely  positive  or  merely  negative,  do  not  under- 
stand it  As  the  whole  reaUstic  philosophy  of 
modem  times  has  its  root  in  Bacon,  in  him  also  is 
to  be  found  the  beginning  of  all  those  relations 
which  arise  between  that  realbm  and  religious 
faith.  Bacon's  religious  views  implicitly  contain 
all  those  characteristic  features  that  were  after- 
wards propagated  by  the  Anglo-Gallic ''  enlighten- 
ment "  {AufUarungy,  His  natural  theology  im- 
plants that  germ  of  Deism  which  was  developed, 
especially  in  the  eighteenth  century,  by  a  series 
of  English  philosophers.    And,  indeed,  this  deism 
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18  determined^  even  in  Bacon^  as  something  that 
deviates  from  historical  religion.  Bacon,  on  the 
side  of  philosophy,  professes  for  historical  or  re- 
vealed religion  an  unconditional  veneration  that 
excludes  all  criticism  by  the  reason,  inasmuch  as, 
at  the  very  outset,  he  admits  the  impossibility  of 
arriving  at  positive  religion  by  the  way  of  philo- 
sophy, and  reduces  to  a  formula  the  blind  sub- 
jection of  reason  to  faith.  But  while  thus  sub- 
ordinated, science  is  nevertheless  allowed  to  move 
freely  in  its  own  region,  unimpeded  by  religious 
authority.  He  would,  therefore,  place  the  Church 
under  the  control  of  the  State,  and  deprive  it  of 
all  those  means  by  which,  through  its  power,  it 
might  violently  curb  the  freedom  of  the  mind. 
The  Church  is  to  be  respectfully  acknowledged, 
but  is  not  to  rule.  Hence  Bacon  desires  the  de- 
struction of  religious  supremacy  and  the  establish- 
ment of  religious  toleration ;  and  zeal  against  the 
former,  and  in  favour  of  the  latter,  was  ever 
manifested  by  the  *^  enlightened  "  in  England  and 
France,  however  various  the  positions  they  might 
take  with  respect  to  historical  religion.  Bacon, 
not  Hobbes,  was  the  first  to  insbt  that  the  sword 
of  the  Church  should  be  taken  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  priests,  and  placed  in  those  of  the  State. 
Bacon,  not  Locke,  was  the  first  to  give  empha- 
tic expression  to  the  principle  of  toleration,  and 
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to  demand  its  establishment  for  the  interests  of 
science. 

But  from  the  Baconian  point  of  view  may  be 
deduced,  not  only  deism  and  the  principle  of 
toleration,  but  also  that  decided  infidelity  which 
succeeded  the  introduction  of  his  philosophy  in 
England,  and,  more  particularly,  in  France. 
Infidelity,  atheism,  and  the  general  negation  of 
the  religious  element  is,  indeed,  the  perpetual 
expression  of  philosophical  materialism.  Indeed, 
between  materialism  and  atheism  there  is  always 
a  logical  connection.  In  Bacon  himself,  a  tend- 
ency to  materialism  is  as  apparent  as  it  is  ex- 
plicable, being  only  concealed,  and,  as  it  were, 
built  oyer  by  the  metaphysics  on  which  Natural 
Theology  —  that  first  beginning  of  Deism — is 
based.  The  mind  of  Bacon  lived  in  physics ;  his 
purely  physical  interpretation  of  things  was,  in 
its  very  principle,  mechanical,  and,  therefore, 
materialistic  From  the  physical  point  of  view 
he  opposed  superstition;  and  when  he  had  to 
choose  between  superstition  and  atheism,  he  gave 
every  posuble  reason  for  a  preference  of  the 
latter.  This  predilection  for  atheism  is  consis- 
tent; a  consequence  of  his  inclination  to  mate- 
rialism. When,  therefore,  philosophy  drops  her 
formal  acknowledgment  of  positive  reli^on,  and« 
so  hr,  extends   her    physical  interpretation  of 
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things  as  to  do  away  with  metaphysics  and  nar 
tural  theology,  it  will  no  longer  be  satisfied  with 
preferring  atheism  to  superstition,  but  openly  set 
up  the  former  in  the  place  of  reli^on. 

If  we  now  compare  religion  and  philosophy  as 
they  appeared  to  Baoon,  we  are  struck  by  the 
logical  incompatibility  of  the  one  with  the  other; 
and  to  render  the  contradiction  dear,  we  must 
accurately  define  Bacon's  conceptions  of  them 
both.  Higher  or  even  different  conceptions  were 
never  attained  during  the  whole  of  the  so-called 
**  enlightenment''  that  followed  him.  Beligion, 
in  Bacon's  sense  of  the  word,  is  a  divine  (or 
supernatural)  revelation;  philosophy,  in  Bacon's 
sense  of  the  word,  is  the  interpretation  of  nature. 
The  foundation  of  the  divine  revelation  is,  accord- 
ing to  Bacon,  a  divine  arbitrary  will,  by  which 
all  necessity  is  excluded ;  the  natural  foundation 
of  things  is  mechanical  neces^ty,  which  excludes 
all  operation  by  final  causes,  and,  hfortiari^  every- 
thing like  an  arbitrary  will.  Thus  philosophy 
knows  nothing  of  uncontrolled  will,  and  reli^on 
nothing  of  necessity.  A  mere  arbitrary  will  is 
without  a  cause,  and  therefore  incomprehensible. 
Therefore^  if  Bacon  could  not  find  another  found- 
ation for  religion  than  such  a  will,  he  was  quite 
right  in  declaring  its  incomprehensibility.  If 
reason,  when  investigating  religion,  can  only 
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eern  contradictioxiBy  which  it  is  absolutely  unable 
to  solye^  then  Bacon  was  quite  right  in  putting  an 
end  to  BO  many  aimless  disputes^  so  much  idle  de- 
bate with  reasons  and  cotmter-reasons,  by  silencing 
reason  altogether,  and  declaring  that  it  was  his 
duty  to  acknowledge  without  condition  the  divine 
articles  of  fiuth.  To  see  this,  we  have  only  to  un- 
derstand the  grade  of  culture  occupied  by  human 
reason  within  the  sphere  of  the  Baconian  philo- 
sophy;  the  yalue  which,  on  the  one  hand,  it  assigns 
to  religion,  and,  on  the  other,  to  itself.  Religion, 
according  to  Bacon,  is  a  positive  system  of  faith, 
composed  of  divine  statutes,  appointed  by  the  abso- 
lute will  of  Grod  without  any  extrinsic  cause.  And 
what  is  the  value  of  reason  in  its  own  eyes?  In 
all  natural  things  it  is  experience;  in  all  super- 
natural things  both  reason  and  all  valid  conclu- 
sions cease  together  with  experience.  Beyond 
the  limits  of  experience,  it  is  lost  in  empty  dispu- 
tations, and  in  sterile,  interminable  arguments. 
Considered  in  reference  to  nature,  human  reason 
is  a  science  conformed  to  experience ;  considered 
with  reference  to  religion,  a  mere  sophist,  animal 
iUfuiax.  In  religion  the  divine  will  despoti- 
caUy  rules ;  in  the  philosophy  of  religion,  human 
caprice  exercises  an  arbitrary  rule  by  its  argu- 
ments. Tlus  is  Bacon's  view  of  the  subject;  thus 
does  he  determine  the  mutual  rights  of  religion 
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and  reason ;  and^  therefore^  when  he  makes  reason 
subservient  to  religion,  this  simply  means  that  he 
forces  the  human  will  to  be  silent  in  the  presence 
of  the  divine.  And  granted  that  this  is  the  true 
relation  of  the  rights  on  both  sides,  how  could  he 
decide  otherwise  between  them  ?  Beason  arrives 
at  conclusions,  and  for  every  one  of  them  a  major 
premiss — a  rule — a  law  is  required.  The  laws 
of  nature  we  must  discover,  for  they  are  concealed 
in  the  things  of  the  natural  world.  The  laws  of 
religion  we  must  assume,  for  they  are  revealed  by 
God.  Beason  is  permitted  to  draw  conclusions 
from  these  laws,  but  not  to  alter  or  to  test  them. 
They  are  premisses  established  from  eternity,  which 
are  employed,  but  not  made,  by  reason.  How 
Bacon  understands  this  secondary  use  of  reason, 
he  tells  in  an  incidental  comparison,  which  very 
characteristically  illustrates  his  views  of  religion. 
Accor^g  to  him  it  may  be  compared  with  a 
game — chess,  for  instance — the  rules  of  which 
must  not  be  violated  or  even  criticised  by  the 
players ;  but  which  nevertheless  may  be  rationally 
applied,  so  that  deductions  may  be  made  fix>m 
them.  The  case  of  positive  religion  is  similar.  It 
is  (reverentially  speaking)  a  game*,  the  rules  of 
which  are  established  by  the  Divine  will,  and 

*  This  smgiiUrainfle  ocean  iA*'I)eAiigment"  IX.,  towards 
the  end. 
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communicated  by  rcTelatlon  to  man.  K  we  have 
to  do  with  religion,  we  must  not  disturb  her 
rules,  but  simply  adopt  them  as  they  are  given  to 
us,  and  make  no  other  use  of  our  own  reason 
than  in  judging  according  to  their  guidance. 


L  Bacon  and  Batle. 

Bbligion  under  the  likeness  of  a  game, — this  in- 
voluntary simile  on  the  part  of  Bacon  really  shows 
in  a  very  striking  manner  the  weak  side  of  his 
religious  view ;  for  though  it  was  quite  consistent 
with  this  view,  and  was,  no  doubt,  innocently 
intended  by  Bacon,  it  is  in  reality  profane,  and 
its  profanity  becomes  more  and  more  evident  as 
the  realistic  mode  of  thought  becomes  more  and 
more  defined  and  systematic  among  his  successors. 
An  attempt  was  soon  made  so  to  play  this  game 
at  chess,  that  human  reason  could  cry  "  check- 
mate **  to  religion.     To  compare  religion  with  a 
game^  is,  in  fact,  to  treat  it  as  a  stake  ;  and  the 
philosophy  that  was  derived  from  Bacon  per- 
suaded itself,  after  a  few  moves,  that  it  had  won  the 
game*     According  to  the  conception  that  is  formed 
of  the  nature   of  religion  and  philosophy  from 
the  Baconian  point  of  view,  they  form  exclusive 
spheres,  diametrically  opposite  to  each  other,  and 
therefore  in  a  state  of  mutual  contradiction.   The 


348     FRANCIS  BACON  OF  VEBULAH. 

opposition  was  silenced  by  an  arbitrary  decree ; 
it  was  rather  set  aside  than  solved  by  a  formal 
acknowledgment;  concealed  it  was  not.  The 
formal  acknowledgment  rested  to  a  great  extent 
upon  practical  motives,  political  reasons,  snb* 
jective  grounds,  that  were  rather  prescribed  to 
philosophy  than  derived  from  it.  These  were 
props  that  must  necessarily  fall  before  long,  and 
with  them  falls  the  Baconian  view  of  fiuth.  The 
bond  by  which  reason  and  religion  are  held  toge- 
ther is  broken ;  they  fall  apart,  and  their  intrinsic 
opposition  is  shown  in  all  the  stubbornness  of  a  lo» 
gical  contradiction.  It  is  this  contradiction  alone 
that  is  carried  further,  and  becomes  more  sharply 
defined,  as  the  Baconian  philosophy  is  dissemi- 
nated. Philosophy  is  brought  to  this  strait,  that 
it  must  doubt  either  itself  or  faith ;  and  thus  arises 
the  inevitable  dilemma,  that  either  human  reason 
or  poffltive  religion  loses  its  credibility.  Beason 
becomes  either  sceptical  with  respect  to  itself,  or 
incredulous  with  respect  to  religion ;  and  of  the 
two  powers,  one  alone  still  remains  firm.  The 
firmness  of  revealed  reli^on  shakes  the  foundation 
of  philosophy — the  belief  in  the  security  of  human 
reason,  or  the  security  of  the  latter  shakes  the 
authority  of  positive  religion.  Scepticism,  which 
for  a  moment  rests  upon  implicit  faith,  forms  the 
transition  to  unbelief;  and  this  point  of  transition 
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in  the  progress  of  the  Baconian  philosophy  is 
reached  by  Pierre  Bayle,  who  stands  as  the 
intermediate  link  between  Bacon  and  the  so- 
called  ''enlightenment"  of  the  French^  on  the 
border  line  of  the  seyenteenth  and  eighteenth  cen- 
turies. 

Bayle,  like  Bacon,  makes  repugnance  to  reason 
a  ground  for  the  aflEroiation  of  faith ;  like  Bacon, 
he  considers  the  contradiction  between  religion 
and  reason  to  be  irreconcilable;  because,  like 
Bacon,  he  finds  the  source  of  religion  in  the 
absolute  Divine  will,  the  source  of  human  reason 
in  natural  laws.  The  absolute  will  of  a  Being 
subject  to  no  conditions,  and  the  knowing  facul- 
ties of  man,  subject  to  natural  conditions,  bear 
no  rational  relation  to  each  other,  and,  least  of 
all,  can  the  decrees  of  the  Divine  be  compre- 
hended by  the  human  mind.  They  require  blind 
fisdth  and  blind  obedience.  Any  attempt  at  ra- 
tional criticism  of  the  positive  articles  of  faith 
can  only  make  evident  the  contradictions  between 
the  two.  And  it  is  just  in  this  that  the  original 
and  remarkable  achievement  of  Bayle  consists, 
that  he  made  the  contradictions  evident,  and  em- 
ployed all  his  acuteness  in  carrying  them  out,  and 
exposing  them  to  the  eyes  of  every  one.  That  re- 
pugnance of  futh  to  reason,  which  Bacon  had 
merely  indicated,  Bayle  diligently  expounded. 
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ahowing  that  reaaon  is  both  piacticallj  and  theo- 
retically excluded  by  religion.  Thos  Bayle  be- 
came, what  Bacon  was  not,  a  mtic  of  fidth. 
Practical  religion  is  holiness,  theoretical  religion 
consists  of  the  revealed  tmths  of  fiiith.  Bayle 
showed,  on  the  one  hand,  that  holiness  would  not 
stand  the  test  of  natural  morality ;  and,  on  the 
other,  that  the  reyealed  truths  of  faith  were  op- 
posed to  human  reason.  His  critique  of  reason 
proceeded  according  to  the  Baconian  method ;  it 
proved  the  contradiction  between  holiness  and 
morality,  religion  and  reason,  by  pointing  it  ont 
in  definite  instances ;  that  is  to  say,  by  the  way 
of  induction.  By  ''negative  instances  "  he  refuted 
the  notion  of  that  harmony  that  was  supposed  to 
exist  between  religion  and  philosophy,  and  esta- 
blished the  opposition  that  had  been  acknow- 
ledged by  Bacon.  That  the  holy  character  was 
not,  at  the  same  time,  moral,  according  to  the 
rational  notion  of  natural  ethics,  he  showed  by 
the  life  of  King  David.*  That  the  positive  doc- 
trines of  faith  were  not,  at  the  same  time,  the 
doctrines  of  reason,  and,  indeed,  never  could  be- 
come so,  he  showed  by  the  dogmas  of  the  re- 
demption of  man  through  Divine  grace,  and  of 
the  fall  of  man,  in  consequence  of  a  Divine  de- 

*  Compare  article  «  Bayid"  in  the  **  DictioimaLre  Historiqiie 
et  Criti^e.* 
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cree.  The  fall  of  man  was  with  Bayle  a  **  nega- 
tive instance^  against  all  speculation  in  rational 
theology.  However  the  latter  might  endeavour 
to  deduce  sin  from  a  Divine  decree,  every  dogma 
could  be  opposed  by  a  rational  proposition.  The 
fact  of  the  Fall,  with  the  host  of  moral  evils  that 
are  its  result,  appears  to  Bayle  absolutely  inex- 
plicable. Either  man  is  not  free  —  and  in  that 
case  his  acts  cannot  be  counted  sinful  —  or  he  is 
free  —  in  which  case  his  freedom  is  derived  from 
the  Deity.  In  this  latter  case,  the  Deity  either 
willed  sin  — which  is  inconsistent  with  His  holiness 
— or  He  did  not  will  it,  but  passively  permitted 
it  But  to  what  does  this  amount  ?  He  did  not 
prevent  the  actual  occurrence  of  sin.  Therefore, 
He  either  would  not  —  which  would  be  inconsis- 
tent with  His  goodness  —  or,  in  spite  of  His  will 
to  the  contrary.  He  cfmld  not,  which  would  be  in- 
consistent with  His  omnipotence.  On  every  side 
reason  is  hedged  in  by  a  labyrinth  of  contra- 
dictions as  soon  as  it  endeavours  to  explain  the 
Fall  of  Man,  and  the  consequent  introduction  of 
moral  evil  into  the  world.  Without  sin  there  is 
no  redemption,  and  without  redemption  there  is 
no  Christianity.  The  revealed  truths  of  the  latter 
are  therefore  mysteries,  impenetrable  to  human 
reason.  By  the  philosophical  propositions — nine- 
teen in  number  —  which  Bayle  opposes  to  these 
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theological  propositionB,  be  would  prove  that  they 
are  utterly  irreconcilable — that  it  is  impoesible 
to  demonstrate  a  speculative  theology.  The  re* 
suit  of  this  criticism  of  faith  is  the  contradiction 
between  revelation  and  reason.  Nevertheless,  his 
intent  is  to  oppose,  not  the  authority  of  reve- 
lation, but  of  reason,  which  is  to  bow  humbly 
before  religion,  believe  implicitly,  and,  from  all 
the  contradictions  which  it  has  discovered  by  its 
acuteness,  merely  deduce  its  own  nullity  —  its 
inability  to  explain  religion,  and  prove  it  on  ra- 
tional grounds.  Not  with  religion,  but  with  philo- 
sophical scepticism,  does  Bayle  conclude  his  inves- 
tigations. Scepticism,  as  the  act  of  doubt  with 
which  reason  retires  and  humbly  professes  its  own 
weakness,  is,  to  him,  true  Christian  philosophy.* 
Practically,  Bacon  was  honest  in  his  intentions 
with  regard  to  his  principles  of  faith ;  he  wished 
to  pass  for  a  good  Calvinist ;  and  that  he  might 
live  as  such,  he  remained,  contrary  to  his  own 
inclinations,  in  a  state  of  voluntary  exile.  A  phi- 
losophy that  ends  in  scepticism  was  congenial  to 
his  own  peculiar  mind ;  which,  with  its  encyclo- 
paedic interest  for  historical  variety,  and  its  espe- 
cially critical  turn,  could  not  tolerate  the  restraints 
of  system.  But  this  very  talent  for  criticism 
which,  in  the  case  of  Bayle,  was  combined  with 

•  Ck>mpare  the  article  "Fyrrhus,**  in  Bayle's  Dictionuj. 
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boundless  erudition,  did  not  allow  him  to  make 
the  interests  of  religious  fi^th  a  real  necessity  of 
the  heart  He  respected  his  creed;  but  faith 
did  not  belong  to  his  mental  constitution,  and 
was  still  less  compatible  with  his  state  of  culture. 
After  he  had  satisfied  his  critical  propensities, 
given  utterance  to  his  doubts,  discovered  and 
formulised  all  the  contradictions  that  can  be 
urged  by  philosophy  against  the  dogmas  of  the 
church,  it  was  easy  for  him  to  talk  of  the 
subjection  of  reason  to  faith.  His  reason  had 
spoken  its  last  word,  and  that  had  expressed  the 
contradiction  between  faith  and  reason ;  in  other 
words,  the  irrationality  of  faith.  More  than  this 
Bayle  himself  did  not  know.  He  could  only  dis- 
cover and  formulise  contradiction;  to  solve  it 
was  beyond  his  power.  Contitidictlon  was  to 
him  a  serious  matter;  his  mind  oscillated  with 
restiess  activity  between  religion  and  philo* 
sophy,  or  among  the  speculative  systems  of  the 
latter.  Indeed,  he  himself  was  the  living  contra- 
diction between  faith  and  reason;  the  spirit  of 
contradiction  incarnate,  which,  without  becoming 
untrue  to  itself*  could  at  one  blow  convert  all 
the  objections  to  fiuth  into  so  many  oppositions  to 
reason; — nay,  consistenUy  with  itself,  could 
not  do  otherwise.  Thus  alone  can  Bayle  be 
rightly  understood;  and  thus  understood,  he  cannot 
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be  called  either  a  thorough  believer  or  a  thorough 
unbeliever.  He  was  utterly  sceptical;  he  re- 
midiied  a  sceptic  even  in  religion^  even  against  his 
willy — he  could  not  help  it.  With  him  only  one 
point  was  firmly  established,  and  that  was  the 
impossibility  of  solving  the  doubts  which  reason 
had  introduced  into  matters  of  faith.  ''  Blind 
faith*'  was  the  name  that  he  gave  to  this  impos- 
sibility. But  a  faith  that  is  the  result  of  im- 
potence,  of  whatever  kind  it  be,  will  have  this  in 
common  with  its  origin — it  will  be  weak.  The 
infirmity  of  reason  will  not  give  strength  to 
the  faith  that  is  based  upon  it.  A  want  of  be- 
lief in  reason  will  not  give  security  to  our  faith 
in  revelation.  There  is,  indeed,  a  faith  that  is 
strong  enough  to  do  without  reason  or  science, 
and  never  to  inquire  after  their  doubts  and  ob- 
jections. This  all-sufficient,  primitive,  childlike 
faith  is  confident  in  itself,  whether  it  is  met  by 
reason,  with  affirmation,  or  negation ;  indifferent 
whether  reason  proves  it  with  a  "  because,"  or 
concedes  it  with  an  **  although."  With  reference 
to  this  faith,  which  presupposes  a  childlike  frame 
of  mind,  the  Gospel  has  pronounced  a  blessing  on 
**  the  poor  in  spirit."  Of  this  blessed  class  Bayle 
was  not  one ;  his  mind  was  so  rich,  so  various,  so 
diverse  in  its  tendencies,  that  it  could  not  possibly 
become  simple  enough  to  enter  the  paradise  of 


SCEPTICISM  OF  BATLE*  355 

fisuth.  Faith  may  be  strong  and  lively  even  when 
reason  is  weak,  but  it  cannot  become  strong 
through  the  weakness  of  reason.  Doubt  is  in- 
herent in  the  faith  of  Bayle,  which  is  the  mere 
punctum  finale  of  the  doubting  reason  — the  mute 
boundary  of  thought.  The  futhful  will  do  well 
cautiously  to  avoid  such  an  ally  as  Bayle.  The  faith 
which  sceptics  gather  from  philosophy  and  offer 
to  religion  is  a  gift  of  the  Danai,  which  religion 
had  better  refuse*  An  admission  of  Bayle*s  faith 
into  Christianity  would  be  an  introduction  of  the 
wooden  horse  into  Troy,  and  the  evils  wrought  by 
this  faith  in  the  night  would  soon  be  lamentably 
apparent,  —  there  would  be  mere  destructive 
doubt.  Bayle,  when,  with  his  criticism,  he  has 
dissected  and  analysed  faith,  can  no  more  recall  it 
to  life,  than  an  anatomist  can  convert  the  organ- 
ised **  subject''  he  has  dismembered  into  a  living 
body  ;  unless,  indeed,  he  calls  Medea  to  assist  him 
with  one  of  her  spells.  In  a  word,  Bayle's  so- 
called  faith  is  nothing  but  a  modified  expression  of 
doubt,  and  the  impossibility  u|)on  which  it  is 
grounded  is  an  incapacity  in  Bayle  himself,  which, 
with  the  best  intentions,  he  cannot  convert  into 
a  capacity — even  a  capacity  for  faith.  Bayle, 
like  Bacon,  requires  the  subordination  of  reason 
to  faith,  and  on  the  same  grounds;  but  the 
consciousness  with  which  reason   expresses  her 
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subordination  is  very  different  in  these  two 
thinkers.  Both  are  aware  of  the  contradiction 
between  religion  and  philosophy ;  but  Bacon  glides 
over  it,  while  Bayle  dwells  upon  it»  and  with 
geometrical  precision  measures  the  chasm  between 
faith  and  reason*  He  has  far  more  to  say  on  the 
subject  of  this  contradiction  than  Bacon ;  and,  in 
the  same  proportion,  the  consciousness  with  which 
he  professes  his  subjection  to  faith  is  far  less 
naive,  and  seems  verging  on  irony.  Bacon  did 
not  wish  to  contradict  religion ;  Bayle  contradicts 
it  actually ;  the  former  withholds  what  he  could 
have  alleged,  the  latter  retracts  what  he  has 
alleged  already,  partly  and  voluntarily  withdraw- 
ing his  opposition,  when  it  is  already  a  faii 
accompliy  the  validity  of  which  he  could  annul, 
but  which  he  could  not  undo.  The  doubts  that  he 
had  expressed  he  could  not  forget,  the  sharp  cha- 
racters on  the  tablet  of  his  mind  he  could  not  again 
efface,  and  with  the  most  violent  efforts  he  could 
not  become  strong  in  faith,  after  he  had  brought 
all  his  acuteness  into  play  against  it  That  Bayle, 
at  the  end,  insisted  on  being  that  which,  through 
his  own  exertions,  he  could  not  possibly  be  ^- this 
internal  contradiction  gives  an  ironical  turn  to  his 
confession  of  faith.  However,  it  is  not  faith,  but 
himself,  that  Bayle  ironises,  when  he  lays  down 
the  weapons  of  philosophy.     The  fact  that  his  con  - 
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fesnon  of  faith  was  honestly  meant,  by  no  means 
destroys  this  self-irony,  but  rather  strengthens  it 
by  refinement.  Hence  Feuerbach  rightly  remarks : 
*'  Scepticism  was  with  Bayle  an  historical  neces- 
sity ;  it  was  the  concession  that  he  made  to  faith ; 
he  was  compelled  to  treat  the  very  virtues  of 
reason  as  its  defects.  The  consciousness  of  the 
strength  of  reason  expressed  itself  with  ironical 
humility  in  the  name  of  its  weakness.** 

IL  The  Akolo-Gallic  '^  Enliohxenhent.'* 

In  truth,  however,  futh  cannot  be  denied  with 
more  decided  animosity,  than  when  it  is  affirmed 
in  such  a  manner,  and  on  such  grounds ;  namely, 
those  of  its  contradiction  to  reason.  What  is  left 
for  science,  if  deprived  of  every  possibility  of  ob- 
taining faith  by  rational  grounds,  of  finding  from 
its  own  premisses  a  path  that  leads  to  religion  ? 
Now  that  Bacon  and  Bayle  have  established  an  op- 
podUon  between  faith  and  reason,  nothing  is  left  for 
the  latter  but  an  unconditional  acknowledgment  or 
an  unconditional  rejection  of  faith, — nothing  but  an 
utter  renunciation  either  of  himself  or  of  religion. 
One  thing  is  impossible ;  namely,  that  reason  can 
believe  blindly.  If  it  is  not  blind  at  all,  it  cannot 
become  so  in  particular  cases.  And,  indeed,  neither 
Bacon  nor  Bayle,  who  both  took  so  much  pains 
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to  open  the  eyes  of  reason^  could  seriously  intend 
to  render  it  blind.  Therefore,  by  their  demand 
for  blind  faith,  they  could  only  mean  that  reason, 
although  not  blind,  is  to  assume  blindness  with  re- 
spect to  religion ;  in  other  words,  that  it  is  to  play 
at  blindness.  Thus,  as  it  progresses,  the  Baconian 
philosophy  leads  not  to  a  real,  but  to  an  apparent 
faith,  to  a  mere  external  acknowledgment,  behind 
which  a  consciousness  of  superiority  is  indulged 
in  with  greater  security,  or  a  cold  indifference  is 
concealed.  Thus  this  merely  apparent  faith  is 
either  irony  or  indifference,  if  it  is  not  altogether 
hypocrisy.  If  reason  will  not  endure  such  a 
hollow  and  unworthy  form,  it  can,  on  the  Baconian 
basis,  merely  take  the  position  of  utter  rejection 
with  respect  to  positive  religion.  Following  the 
same  criterion  by  which  the  superiority  of  reve- 
lation has  been  shown,  it  now  denies  the  system 
of  positive  faith ;  and  of  the  very  grounds  on  which 
faith  has  been  apparently  affirmed,  it  even  now 
makes  a  ground  of  serious  and  thorough  negation. 
Under  the  auspices  of  Bacon  and  Bayle,  '*  en- 
lightenment," if  it  could  not  be  inimical,  indif- 
ferent, or  hypocritical,  becomes  absolutely  and 
openly  unbelieving,  losing  not  merely  religious 
belief,  but  belief  in  religion*,  which  it  regards 

*  **  Nicht  blof  den  GUmben  in  der  R«Iigion,  tondern  tiich  dtn 
Glaaben  am  die  Religion.** 
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as  no  more  than  superstition.     Convinced  that 
it  must  itself  become  hypocritical  to  profess  a 
belief  in  divine  revelation,  this  **  enlightenment " 
is  convinced  that  all  who  have  ever  believed  in 
such   revelations   are,  or  have  been,  hypocrites 
themselves.    As  it  carries  about  faith  —  if  it  does 
not  openly  reject  it  —  as  a  mere  show»  it  thinks 
it  can  have  been  no  more  than  an  empty  show 
from  the  beginning.     Incapable  of  truly  acknow- 
ledging positive  religion,  it  is  equally  incapable  of 
giving  a  true  explanation  of  it.     Since  the  merely 
apparent  faith  is  destitute  of  true  grounds,  it  is 
explained  from  grounds  that  are,  in  fact,  the  worst, 
from  mere  selfish  motives.    As  the  so-called  '*en« 
lightened  "  can  only  adopt  faith  for  external  ends, 
they  fancy  that  it  has  never  been  professed  for  any 
but  worldly  purposes.     Thus,  in  the  mind  of  the 
Baconian  ''  enlightenment,"  positive  or  liistorical 
religion  is  transformed  into  a  mere  creature  of 
human  delusion,  to  be  explained  by  selfish  mo- 
tives ;  and  the  whole  history  of  religion  becomes  a 
pragmatic  narrative  of  superstition,  hypocrisy,  and 
priestcraft ;  in  a  word,  a  record  of  the  maladies 
of  the  human  mind.     These  are  the  features  that 
characterise   the    ''enlightenment"   of   the    last 
century   in   England,   and,   more   especially,   in 
France,  in  its  relation  to  religion.     It  raised  its 
voice  against  positive  religion  in  all  those  keys, 
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which^  though  they  had  not  been  prescribed  by 
Bacon  and  Bayle^  alone  remained  possible.  As 
it  could  not  adopt  a  blind  faith^  and  saw  in 
reason  no  foundation  for  religion,  it  therefore 
made  religion  a  mere  toy,  treating  it  sometimes 
with  contemptuous  irony,  sometimes  with  super- 
cilious indifference,  and,  on  occasions,  with  hypo- 
critical reverence.  When  it  proceeded  honestly 
and  critically  (after  its  own  fashion),  it  treated 
positive  religion  with  all  possible  contempt,  so 
explaining  it,  as  utterly  to  reduce  it  to  supersti- 
tion, hypocrisy,  and  hierarchical  imposture ;  thus 
turning  all  which  had  been  accepted  and  believed, 
as  a  divine  revelation,  into  a  sport  of  the  human 
will.  Its  explanations  of  historical  religion  were 
as  negative  as  they  were  superficial  and  shallow ; 
indeed,  they  could  not  be  otherwise  on  the  given 
premisses.  These  were  couched  in  the  formula 
already  determined  by  Bacon  and  Bayle  for  the 
relation  between  faith  and  reason;  namely,  the 
proposition  that  the  credibility  of  the  divine  reve- 
lation was  strengthened  by  its  incompatibility 
with  reason.  This  formula  had  two  sides.  Its 
obverse  or  positive  side  was  revealed  in  Bacon 
and  Bayle;  its  reverse  or  negative  side,  in  Bo* 
lingbroke  and  Voltaire.  Whereas  Bacon  had 
declared  that  the  more  a  divine  mystery  was 
opposed  to  reason,  the  more  must  it  be  believed 
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for  the  honour  of  the  Deity;  the  other  party 
said,  ''The  rather  must  it  be  rejected  for  the 
honour  of  human  reason."  In  the  light  of  these 
modem  thinkers,  the  casual  expression  by  which 
Bacon  compared  the  articles  of  faith  with  the 
rules  of  a  game,  became  more  portentous  and 
significant  than  he  had  intended.  Bolingbroke 
and  Voltaire,  with  their  whole  train  of  adherents, 
reaUy  thought  of  religion  as  a  game,  the  rules  of 
which  had  been  devised  for  selfish  ends  by  the 
human  will,  and  passed  off  as  divine  revelations. 
Thus  they  explained  religion  according  to  their 
own  notion  of  it,  and  such  an  explanation,  for- 
sooth, was  then  called  the  '' enlightenment '^  of 
the  world  on  the  subject  of  religion. 

Such  is  the  relation  between  positive  religion 
and  the  Baconian  ''enlightenment.'*  It  is  only  the 
exponent  of  this  relation  that  we  exhibit.  The 
relation  of  a  philosophy  to  religion  furnishes  a 
standard  by  which  the  scientific  dimensions  of 
the  philosophic  mind  may  best  be  ascertained; 
namely,  on  what  degree  of  elevation  it  stands, 
how  far  its  vision  extends,  how  deeply  it  pene- 
trates the  nature  of  things,  and,  above  all,  the 
nature  of  man.  Let  it  be  conceded  that  religion 
is  the  principal  representative  *  of  historical  life 
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on  a  grand  scale,  and  philosophy  the  chief  repre* 
eentation  of  scientific  coltare  as  a  whole,  and  we 
may  Uy  it  down  as  a  canon  that  the  relation  of 
philosophy  to  religion  is  the  same  as  its  relation  to 
history.  If  it  is  unable  to  explain  religion,  it  is 
doubtless  without  all  capacity  for  the  interpreta- 
tion of  history,  will  never  be  able  to  appreciate 
the  mental  temperaments  and  motiTca  of  Q^ers, 
and  will  always  judge  a  former  age  by  the  analogy 
of  its  own,  —  a  proceeding  as  fallacious  as  that  of 
contemplating  the  things  of  nature  ''  ex  analogia 
hominis  "  (as  Bacon  says)  and  not "  ex  analogia 
mundi."  Philosophy  is  incapable  of  explaining 
religion,  when  it  either  denies  it  as  superstitious, 
or  deduces  it  from  motives  which  are  otherwise 
than  reli^ous.  Such  is  the  judgment  of  the 
Anglo-Gallic  ^  enlightenment "  as  represented  by 
its  most  audacious  spirits.  Its  mode  of  thought 
was  intrinsically  unhistorical ;  from  its  very  first 
beginning  it  proposed  to  separate  religion  from 
philosophy,  revelation  from  nature,  faith  from 
reason,  and  set  them  utterly  at  variance  with  each 
other.  In  the  separation  efiected  by  Bacon  and 
Bayle  there  was  already  a  complete  though  an 
internal  rupture,  which  of  necessity  soon  had  an 
external  expression.  According  to  the  Baconian 
view,  religion,  which  is  the  central  point  of  human 
life,  lay  beyond  the  boundaries  of  reason;   and 
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therefore  reason  was  beyond  the  boundaries  of 
history,  being  just  as  unhistorical  in  its  ideas 
as  it  esteemed  religion  irrational  in  its  revela^ 
tions.  Religion  appeared  to  reason  merely  theo- 
logical, while  reason  itself  was  only  naturalistic. 
History  altogether,  no  less  than  religion,  was  to 
this  philosophy,  beyond  the  extreme  boundary  of 
its  understanding.*  The  boundary,  which  Bacon 
and  Bayle  have  set  up  between  religion  and  phi- 
losophy, constitutes,  in  fact,  the  boundary  that 
separates  their  philosophy  and  their  reason  from 
history.  And  it  is  clear  why  the  Baconian 
understanding  must  have  this  limit.  Its  tarn  is 
a  practical  knowledge  of  the  world,  a  utilitarian 
science;  its  scientific  method  is  experimental 
experience.  Tested  by  this  aim,  religion  must 
appear  an  indifferent  object;  compared  with  this 
method,  it  must  appear  irrational.  Even  with 
its  founder  realistic  philosophy  was  alien  to  re- 
ligion; with  his  successors  its  position  became 
hostile,  the  last  (scientific)  ground  of  the  hostility 
being,  on  the  side  of  philosophy,  no  other  than 
the  incapability  of  thinking  historically. 

•  Dr.  Fiicher  also  says  it  was  the  **  Ding  an  sich ;"  bat  the 
passage  is  complete  without  this  simile,  borrowed  from  the 
Kantian  philosoph/. — J.  (X 
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m.  The  Gebicak  "Enlightenment* 

Taking  other  points  of  yiew,  the  German  *^  en- 
lightenment^ dmed  at  different  results;  in  its 
very  origin  it  contemplated  a  nnion  between  re- 
velation and  nature^  between  faith  and  reason. 
In  this  respect  Leibnitz  stands  in  diametrical 
opposition  to  Bacon  and  Bayle ;  and  for  the  par- 
pose  of  maintaining  and  defending  this  opposition, 
he  wrote  his  *'  Theodic^e."  This  book  was  not, 
indeed,  the  most  profound  and  adequate  repre- 
sentative of  the  Leibnitzian  philosophy,  which, 
even  to  the  present  time,  is  properly  known  by 
extremely  few  persons;  but  it  was  not  without 
reason  that  it  became  the  most  popular  of  his 
works,  and  was  read  by  all  the  educated  com- 
munity of  Europe*  It  was  directed  immediately 
against  Bayle,  as  a  *'  confession  "  of  the  German 
mind,  in  opposition  to  the  Anglo-Gallic  That 
^'  negative  instance,"  which  Bayle  had  advanced 
agiunst  the  philosophy  of  religion  generally, 
against  all  rational  faith — namely,  the  Fall  of 
Man  and  the  introduction  of  sin  into  the  world-— 
the  Leibnitzian  ''Theodic^e"  was  intended  to 
explain.  It  was,  at  that  time,  the  only  explana- 
tion with  which  philosophy  extended  the  hand  of 
friendship  to  religion ;  and  to  the  very  depth  of 
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his  thoQght  Leibnitz  was  thorougMy  in  earnest 
with  respect  to  this  reconciliation.  He  had  the 
idea  of  a  rational  religion  that,  far  from  opposing 
positive  faith,  should  adopt  and,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, regulate  it.  But  had  not  Bacon  likewise 
this  thought  of  a  "  natural  religion  or  theology?'* 
Yes,  nominally,  but  not  really.  What  Bacon 
called  natural  religion  was  the  notion  of  a  Deity, 
obscured  by  the  medium  of  mundane  objects ;  an 
acknowledgment  of  the  existence  of  God  derived 
from  the  observation  of  the  orderly  arrangement 
of  nature;  a  doubtful  conclusion  founded  upon 
doubtful  premisses.  And,  even  setting  the  doubt- 
fulness aside,  this  so-called  natural  religion,  this 
idea  of  God,  is  a  mere  reflection  of  the  human 
understanding*  not  a  divine  revelation.  Now  it 
was  as  a  divine  revelation  that  Leibnitz  under* 
stood  his  natural  religion.  By  him  the  idea  of 
God  was  regarded  as  an  eternal  original  datum 
in  the  human  soul,  as  an  idea  innate  in  the  mind, 
and  derived  immediately  from  God  Himself.  What 
Leibnitz  called  natural  religion  was  the  natural 
revelation  of  God  in  the  human  mind,  which  could 
not  possibly  be  in  contradiction  with  the  historical 
revelation ;  as  in  that  case,  God  would  have  con- 
tradicted Himself.  Hence,  to  a  certain  extent, 
Leibnitz  made  nature  a  criterion  of  revealed  re- 
ligion.   He  was  the  podtive,  as  Bayle  was  the 
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n^atiTe  critic  of  faith.  Whatever  in  poeitiTe 
ligioD  was  contradictonr  to  homan  reason  was  not  to 
be  believed ;  whatever  transcended  it  was  to  be  ac- 
knowled^red.  He  drew  a  distinction  between  the 
super-raUonal  and  the  anti-rational — a  distinction 
well  grounded  in  the  spirit  of  his  philosophy,  bat 
which  could  not  be  made  bv  Bacon  and  Bavie, 
who  identified  the  super-rational  with  the  anti- 
rational,  and  made  the  latter  their  positive  criterion 
of  faith.  Why  ?  Because  they  deduced  all  positive 
or  revealed  religion  from  the  dirine  will  (/Ti//- 
kuhr\  because  they  recognised  no  sort  of  neces- 
gity  in  the  Deity.  That  which  is  affected  by 
the  mere  motiveless  will,  whatever  that  will  mav 
be,  does  not  admit  of  any  justification  by  reason,  is 
under  no  law,  and  is  therefore  anti-rationaL  With 
Leibnitz,  on  the  contrary,  the  divine  revelations 
were  r^ulated  by  a  law,  and  therefore  rational, 
even  if  this  reason  was  not  to  be  comprehended 
bv  that  of  man.  Whv  ?  Because  Leibnitz  ex- 
plained  by  the  divine  Wisdom  what  the  otlieis 
deduced  from  the  mere  will ;  because,  according 
to  his  idea  of  God,  there  could  be  no  place  for  a 
mere  motiveless  will  in  the  most  rational  of  all 
beings. 

We  adhere  to  our  assertion  that  the  relation  of 
philosophy  to  religion  is  the  same  with  its  relation 
to  history.     If  philosophy  excludes  religion,  it  is 
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incapable  of  thinking  historically ;  and  in  this  pre- 
dicament is  the  Anglo-Gallic  "enlightenment.'* 
If^  on  the  other  hand,  philosophy  comprehends 
and  penetrates  religion,  it  has,  at  least,  a  funda- 
mental capacity  for  thinking  historically ;  and  this 
is  the  case  with  the  German  "enlightenment.'' 
In  its  foundation  it  unites  religion  and  reason  by 
the  idea  of  rational  religion,  which  is  itself  re- 
garded as  a  revelation,  and  seeks  a  harmony  with 
positive  or  historical  religion,  as  its  ultimate  goal. 
Before  this  goal  was  clearly  apprehended,  an  op- 
position between  reason  and  revelation,  between 
natural  and  historical  religion,  was  to  be  found 
even  within  the  precincts  of  the  German  ^'en- 
lightenment" Here,  also,  was  an  age  which 
remained  involved  in  this  opposition,  and  was, 
therefore,  utterly  unable  to  explain  history; 
although  the  explanations  it  advanced  were  much 
more  serious  and  profound  than  those  given  in 
England  and  France.  To  prove  this,  we  need 
only  compare  a  Keimarus  with  a  Bolingbroke  or  a 
Voltaire  I  But  with  us,  this  opposition,  at  the 
foundation  of  which  lay  a  reconciliation,  sought  to 
be  reconciled  anew,  and  conduced  in  itself  to  a 
more  thorough  solution  of  the  problem,  which 
was  innate  in  the  German  "  enlightenment,"  and 
could  only  be  solved  in  one  way.  So  long  aa 
natural  religion  was  regarded  as  alone  true  and 
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possible  (as  in  the  ordinary  ^  enlightenment"  of 
the  school  of  Wolf),  historical  reli^on  could  only 
be  regarded  as  an  outward  show^  to  be  explained, 
on  closer  investigation,  by  a  reference  to  worldly 
motives; — so    long    was  it    impossible  to    get 
beyond  a  stubborn  and  exclusive  opposition.     To 
terminate  this  it  was  necessary  to  discover  the 
affinity  and  connection  between  natural  and  histo«- 
rical  religion,  to  comprehend  the  latter  in  its 
religious  nature.     Now  the  religious  nature  of  an 
historical  faith  is  never  to  be  discovered  by  a 
merely  logical  understanding,   but  requires  an 
historical  understanding  that  is  able  to  apprehend 
its  peculiarities,  to  appreciate  notions  and  emo« 
tions  different  from  its  own,  and  to  expliun  them 
from  their  historical  antecedents.     An  explana- 
tion of  historical  facts  from  historical  antecedents, 
is  a  recognition  of  a  necessity  in  history,  and  is 
what    we   call   ** historical  thinking;"   which  is, 
in  fact,  natural  thinking  with  respect  to  history* 
The  historical,  as  distinguished  from  the  abstract 
logical  understanding,  comprehends  that  human 
''enlightenment"   does  not  date  from  the   pre* 
sent  moment,  but  consists  of  a  gradually  pro* 
gressive  process  of  culture,  and  is  of  a  universally 
historical  nature ;  so  that  the  actual  state  of ''  en- 
lightenment "  only  represents  a  state  of  elevation 
correspondmg  to  its  period.     Thus  all  religion. 
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indeed  human  culture  generally,  is  to  be  com- 
prehended and  vindicated  not  firom  the  present 
point  of  view,  but  firom  the  peculiar  conditions 
of  its  own  age.      Compared  with  the  state  of 
thought  in  its  awn  age,  historical  religion  appears 
not    as  the  opposite  of   that  thought,  but  as 
its  element  and  basis.     From  its  very  founda- 
tion, German  '*  enlightenment**  was  compelled  to 
think   historically ;   the  foundation  was  already 
established  in    Leibnitz,    it  was   developed    in 
Winckelmann,   Lessing,  and  Herder,   while  no 
advance  could  be  made  during  the  age  that  was 
governed   by    Christian   Wolf  and  his    school. 
Lessing,  above  all,  liberated  the  historical  under- 
standing, and  in  his  <<  Education  of  the  Human 
Race**  (JErziehung  des,  MemehengeMchUchts)  com- 
prehended and  vindicated  positive  religion  in  a 
corresponding  spirit      The  relation  of  Leibnitz 
to  his  contemporary  Bayle  is  the  same  as  that 
of  Leasing  to  his  contemporary  Voltaire.    In- 
deed, Leibnitz  is  distinguished  from  Locke  and 
Bayle,   and  Lessing  firom  Voltaire,  just  as  the 
German  <*  enlightenment"  is  distinguished  firom 
the  Anglo-Gallic     The  two  bases  are  as  different 
from  each  other  as  the  two  nations.     The  philo- 
sophy  founded  by  Bacon  liberated   the  natural 
understanding,  investigatiDgi  developing,  and  es- 
tablishing  it  in  a  sphere  fi:om  which  the  histo* 
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rical  underatandiDg  was  excluded.  The  philoso- 
phy founded  by  Leibnitz  produced  from  its  own 
resources  the  historical  understanding,  which  did 
not  exclude  the  natural  understanding ;  butsubor- 
dinated  it  to  itselE  In  opposition  to  Bacon  and 
Descartes,  it  considered  nature,  according  to  our 
human  analogy,  as  a  progressive  aeries  that  rose 
up  to  man  as  its  unconscious  goaL  Thus  nature, 
as  it  were,  "  prsBforms"  history,  while  it  organises 
man.  Thus,  from  its  very  origin,  the  philosophy 
of  nature  is  destined  to  become  a  philosophy  of 
history,  and  from  this  point  of  view  the  historical 
philosophy  of  a  Herder,  and  the  subsequent  natu- 
ral philosophy  of  a  Schelling,  are  to  be  judged. 
Herder,  in  his  ''Ideas  towards  the  History  of 
Man,"  speculates  on  the  hypotheses  of  natural 
history ;  Schelling,  in  his  **  Ideas  towards  the 
Philosophy  of  Nature,''  speculates  on  the  results 
of  historical  philosophy.  And  perhaps  Schelling 
has  not  advanced  natural  science  so  much  as  phi- 
losophical history ;  perhaps  he  has  not  so  much 
explained  nature  itself,  as  the  religion  of  nature. 

While  the  Anglo-Ghdlic  "  enlightenment "  was 
only  naturalistic  from  its  very  foundation,  and 
therefore  remained  uncongenial  to  the  historical 
process  of  human  culture,  the  German  *' enlighten- 
ment" was,  in  its  very  purpose,  humanistic  It 
attained  its  end  in  Kant.     But  the  Kantian  epoch 
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is  also  of  import  for  the  Anglo-Crallie  philosophy, 
which,  as  it  progressed,  had  been  impelled  to  a 
point  where  it  had  found  itself  compelled  to  call 
in  question  the  natural  understanding  and  its 
knowledge.  Here  it  occupied  the  mind  of  Kant, 
and  gave  this  mind  the  last  and  most  effectual 
impulse  towards  a  thoroughly  new  inquiry  re- 
specting the  nature  of  human  knowledge.  It 
was  then  itself  carried  out  further  by  Kant,  and 
resulted  in  the  German  philosophy. 
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CHAP.  xn. 

THE  BAGOKXAN  ?HII/>80PHT  OOKBIDBBSD  IN  ITS  BZULTIOH  TO 

HI8TOBT  AKD  THB  FBBSEHT, 

If  we  compare  the  Baconian  philosophy  with  hls*- 
tory,  its  limit,  as  well  as  its  contradiction,  becomes 
clear  beyond  the  possibility  of  mistake.  The  in- 
terpretation of  history  is  manifestly  a  necessary- 
problem  of  a  real  exact  science,  inasmuch  as  his- 
tory itself  belongs  to  reality.  Now  the  Baconian 
philosophy  is  incapable  of  interpreting  history. 
This  incapacity  is  its  limit  Nay,  it  is  even 
aware  of  this  limit,  and  by  clearly-expressed  judg- 
ments, that  show  self-knowledge,  has  excluded 
from  its  precincts  the  elementary  ideas  requisite 
for  the  interpretation  of  history.  These  elemen- 
tary ideas  are  the  human  mind  and  religion.  The 
mind  is  the  subject  and  supporter  of  all  history ; 
religion  is  the  basis  of  all  human  culture.  If  we 
cannot  explain  the  mind,  how  can  we  expliun  the 
development  of  the  mind,  which  is,  in  fact,  history 
itself?  Bacon  has  defined  the  essence  of  the 
human  mind  as  the  unknown  and  unperceivable 
magnitude,  that  does  not  enter  his  philosophical 
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calculations.  How  can  he,  to  whom  religion  is 
a  sealed  mystery,  explain  its  radiations  in  art, 
science,  nKMrals,  and  politics?  How  can  the 
effects  be  known  without  the  cause  ?  Bacon  him- 
self has  defined  rel^ion  as  an  irrational  object^ 
and  represented  it  to  the  human  reason  as  an 
impenetrable.  ^'Beyond"  {Jenseits).  But  reli- 
gion is  no  such  **  Beyond,"  neither  is  the  human 
mind.  Both  are  powers  of  real  life — the  former 
an  essential  factor,  the  latter  the  sole  subject  of 
all  history. 

The  realistic  philosophy,  which  not  only  origi- 
nates in  the  Baconian,  but  finds  in  it  its  widest 
sphere  of  yision,  should  not  fall  short  of  the  spirit 
of  reality.  The  unreal  it  may  indeed  exclude; 
but  that  which  is  real,  which  is  given,  which  is 
an  undeniable  fact,  it  is  bound  to  explidn.  It 
therefore  contradicts  itself,  when  it  excludes  his- 
torical reality,  and  regards  the  motive  powers  of 
that  reality  as  insoluble  mysteries.  It  falls  short 
of  the  real  world.  History  is  the  impenetrable 
residue,  which  will  not  be  assimilated  with  the 
Baconian  philosophy.  The  limit  of  the  latter^ 
which  is  not  set  by  us,  but  imposed  by  itself, 
constitutes  a  self-contradiction. 
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L  Bacok*s  Unhistorical  Moos  of  Thought. 

This  contradiction  maj  be  poisued  into  its 
details.  Bacon^  in  the  weU-justified  spirit  of 
realistic  philosophy,  has  required  a9  interpreta- 
tion of  history,  and  expliuned  the  natore  of  his 
requisiticxi  in  precepts,  than  which  nothing  could 
be  more  suited  to  the  purpose.  He  knew  very 
well  what  he  meant  by  the  interpretation  of 
history.  But  he  has  not  complied  with  his  own 
requisitions.  When  he  himself  enters  the  field 
of  history,  he  does  not  so  much  ezphun  as 
describe ;  and  eyen  when  he  does  make  an  attempt 
to  explain  historical  subjects,  his  attempts  are  in 
manifest  contradiction  not  only  with  the  historical 
method,  but  also  with  his  own  method  of  inter* 
pretation,  whidi  was  based  on  the  correct  prin- 
ciple that  things  should  be  judged,  not  according 
to  human  analogies,  but  according  to  tiieir  own 
objective  relations;  in  other  words,  that  we 
should  not  accommodate  the  things  to  ouiselYes, 
but  ourselyes  to  the  nature  of  the  things.  This 
principle  of  interpretation,  which  is  alone  correcfc 
and  natural,  requires,  when  applied  to  history, 
that  the  things  of  history  should  be  measured  and 
judged  by  their  own  standaitl;  not  as  they  are 
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related  to  us,  but  as  they  are  related  to  them* 
aeWefl,  their  age  and  its  conditions.  And  how 
did  Bacon  carry  out  this  principlei  which  he  had 
so  urgently  recommended,  in  his  own  historical 
explanations  and  judgments  ?  He  acted  in  direct 
opposition  to  it  He  judged  all  preceding  philo* 
sophers,  the  Platos  and  the  Aristotles,  not  in 
reference  to  their  age,  but  simply  by  comparing 
them  with  his  own  views.  Whateyer  corre* 
sponded  with  these  was  affirmed ;  whatever  was 
opposed  to  them,  was  denied  and  rejected  as 
absurd.  He  made  his  own  philosophy  the  stan* 
dard  of  all  others,  judging  and  interpreting  the 
historical  manifestations  of  science  merely  by  this 
analogy,  than  which  nothing  could  be  more  sub* 
jective.  In  the  same  spirit  he  exphdned  the 
**  Wisdom  of  the  Ancients."  He  assumed  that 
the  old  myths  were  parables,  and  then  assumed 
that  these  parables  symbolised  certain  natural 
and  moral  truths  in  order  to  introduce  his  own 
moral  and  physical  views.  Thus  the  fable  of  Eros 
was  made  to  harmonise  with  the  theory  of  Demo» 
critus,  and  this  theory  with  his  own.  But  surely 
these  assumptions  were  no  more  than  a  series  of 
"  antidpations  of  the  intellect**  vying  with  each 
other  in  their  arbitrary  character.  Such  **  antici- 
pations*' were  made  by  Bacon  himself,  who  placed 
at  the  very  summit  of  his  method  the  dedaration 
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that  there  ought  to  be  no  **  anticipatio  mentb^** 
but  only  an  "  interpretatio  naturae," — a  tho- 
roughly unprejudiced  and  natural  interpretation 
of  things  I  Ought  any  exception  to  be  made  to 
the  application  of  the  general  principle  ?  If  none^ 
why  did  Bacon  himself  make  an  exception  in 
the  case  of  the  myths?  He  explains  these  by 
preconceived  notions,  by  '^  anticipations"  of  the 
most  arbitrary  kind.  The  Baconian  interpreta- 
tion converts  these  poetic  fictions  into  common- 
places, and  understands  nothing  of  their  living 
peculiarity,  nothing  of  their  historical  origin, 
nothing  of  their  poetical  and  national  character. 
By  this  allegorical  interpretation  poetry  becomes 
prose,  and  Greek  imagination  is  changed  into 
un-Greek  thought.  Moreover,  every  allegorical 
interpretation  is  necessarily  teleological,  for  it  sees 
and  explains  nothing  in  its  object,  but  its  didac- 
tic purpose — a  tendency  which  it  either  elicits 
or  supposes.  Every  fitble  has  a  moral — is  a 
production  with  a  purpose,  and  as  such  must 
be  interpreted.  But  from  the  methodical,  or  se- 
verely scientific  method  of  interpretation.  Bacon 
has  rejected  all  teleology.  Why,  then,  has  he  a 
merely  teleological  interpretation  for  the  fictions 
of  the  ancients ;  or,  rather,  why  does  he  turn  the 
myths  into  fables,  by  a  very  unnatural  and  vio- 
lent interpretation,  giving  them  a  purpose  which 
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maaifestly  does  not  belong  to  them  ?  Why,  ge» 
nerally,  does  he  regard  allegory  as  the  highest 
species  of  poetry?  Allegory  is  a  prosaic  work^ 
composed  for  a  parpose;  a  poetical  work  is  a 
product  of  genius.  The  genial  creation  of  poetxy 
is  nearly  akin  to  natural  generation.  Why,  then, 
did  Bacon  expressly  insist  that  nature  should  not 
be  explained  by  final  causes,  when,  according  to 
the  same  Bacon,  the  highest  kind  of  poetry  re- 
sulted from  a  reflection  on  ends  and  purposes? 
We  see  how  unnatural,  according  to  his  own 
view  of  nature,  was  Bacon's  apprehension  of  the 
essence  of  poetry,  how  imperfectly  he  perceived 
its  natural  source.  The  creative  imagination  he 
did  not  comprehend;  he  treated  allegory  as  the 
highest  poetry,  and  lyrical  poetry  as  none  at  alL* 
The  contradiction  which  we  have  indicated,  is 
obvious  enough.  Bacon's  historical  explanations 
and  judgments  are  in  contradiction  to  the  method 
of  interpretation  which  he  himself  introduced. 
According  to  this,  the  facts  of  reality  are  to  be 
comprehended  with  reference  to  their  causes ;  but 
it  does  not  comprehend  the  sense  of  poetry,  of 
consciousness,  of  religion ;  it  confesses  that,  by 
its  light,  the  mind  and  religion  both  appear  irra- 
tional facts.  It  requires  an  explanation  of  things 
without  subjective  prejudices,    without   human 

^  Compare  duipw  tI, 
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analogy.  Bat  Bacon's  historical  interpretations 
and  judgments  are  according  to  the  exclusive 
standard  of  his  own  philosophy.  By  this  he  ex- 
plains poetic  fictions,  by  this  he  pronounces 
judgment  on  the  systems  of  the  past.  Will  it 
be  said  that  Bacon  could  have  avoided  these  con- 
tradictions ;  that  he  could  have  applied  his  scien- 
tific method  to  historical  subjects  with  greater 
fidelity  and  with  more  success ;  that,  by  a  mere 
accidental  deficiency,  he  fell  short  of  his  own 
principles  ?  Such  a  judgment  would  be  as  in- 
considerate as  it  would  be  incorrect.  On  the  con- 
trary, we  must  rather  maintain  that  the  Baconian 
method  is  in  itself  insufficient  for  the  interpre- 
tation of  history ;  that  it  is  not  equal  to  historical 
reality;  that  through  its  very  principles  it  ex- 
cludes the  ideas  that  correspond  to  historical 
forces ;  that  Bacon  is,  in  fact,  consistent  with  his 
method,  while  he  seems  to  act  in  opposition  to 
its  highest  precepts.  His  metiiod  is  adapted  to 
nature,  so  far  as  this  differs  toto  ccdo  from  mind ; 
to  mindless,  mechanical,  blindly  workii^  nature 
—  to  nature,  that  can  be  forced  by  experiment  to 
reveal  her  laws,  that  will  allow  her  secrets  to  be 
wrung  from  her  by  levers  and  screws.  This  me- 
thod is  only  intended  to  be  thinkmg  experience ; 
it  unites  the  understanding  and  the  sensuous  per- 
ceptions, and,  through  its  very  prmciple,  excludes 
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imagination  from  the  contemplation  of  things. 
But  can  that  which  is  made  by  the  imagination 
be  explfuned  without  the  imagination?  Can  a 
mode  of  interpretation  which,  on  principle,  re- 
nounces all  imagination,  be  fitted  for  poetry  and 
art?  It  may  serve  to  explain  machines,  but  not 
poetic  creations.  Can  religion  be  explained  with- 
out art,  or  history  without  religion?  Is  history, 
the  living  mind  of  man,  to  be  approached  by  ex- 
periments ?  By  what  experiment  can  we  expkun 
the  plastic  power  revealed  in  the  poems  of  Homer 
and  the  statues  of  Phidias  ? 

In  the  same  degree  that  the  Baconian  method 
is  adapted  to  nature,  it  is  repugnant  to  history. 
Where  nature  has  her  limit  that  separates  her 
from  mind,  there  is  the  limit  of  the  Baconian 
method  —  I  do  not  say  of  the  Baconian  mind. 
Bacon's  judgments,  through  the  very  circumstance 
that  they  are  repugnant  to  history,  are  consistent 
with  his  method,  which  requires,  once  for  all, 
that  no  truths  shall  be  allowed  to  stand  but  such 
as  are  confirmed  by  experience  in  nature  and  in 
human  life.  It  rejects,  without  scruple,  every 
philosophy  that  misapprehends  these  empirical 
truths ;  and  professes  to  have  made  the  discovery 
that,  in  the  earliest  ages,  a  philosophy  akin  to 
poetry  stood  nearest  to  these  empirical  truths  — 
nearer  than  any  system  that  followed.     In  its 
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ovfn  interesty  it  assumes  the  fact  that,  in  the 
oldest  philosophy  and  the  oldest  poetry^  there 
was  no  other  foundation  than  these  empirical 
truths  which  it  had  itself  approved.  These  must 
be  found  in  the  myths  which  must  be  interpreted 
from  this  point  of  view.  Thus  it  is  the  Baconian 
method  itself  which  offers  an  impediment  to  his* 
torical  interpretation*  Bacon's  methodical  inter- 
pretation of  nature  is,  from  its  foundation,  no 
more  able  to  afford  an  interpretation  of  history 
than  nature,  as  he  understands  her,  to  produce  the 
human  mind  from  her  own  resources.  We  draw 
a  distinction  here  between  the  interpretation  and 
the  investigation  of  history.  The  former  explains 
and  comprehends  the  facts,  which  the  latter  seeks^ 
establishes,  and  describes;  they  are  as  distinct 
from  each  other  as  description  from  explanation, 
history  from  science,  according  to  the  Baconian 
view.  It  is  only  with  respect  to  the  science  of 
history  that  I  muntain  that  the  Baconian  method 
is  not  the  proper  key.  In  the  investigation  of 
history,  as  of  nature,  it  serves  as  an  apt  guide,  as 
the  only  possible  instrument  for  the  discovery 
and  establishment  of  facts.  The  first  considera- 
tion everywhere  is,  the  qucestio  factL  Facts, 
whether  they  belong  to  history  or  nature,  can 
only  be  found  by  the  Baconian  method.  To  find 
these,  the  investigator,  whether  of  history  or 
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of  nature,  requires  his  own  experience  and  ob- 
servation; he  must  draw  his  facts  from  sources 
which  he  himself  has  tested ;  and  to  sift  them  he 
must  exercise  a  comparative  criticism  of  sources, 
which  is  impossible  without  a  careful  weighing 
of  positive  and  negative  instances — a  process  that 
maj  be  abbreviated  and  conducted  hj  the  same 
means  that  Bacon,  in  his  *' Novum  Organum," 
has  pointed  out  to  the  investigator  of  nature. 
The  discovery  of  facts  is,  in  all  cases,  the  result 
of  a  correct  method  of  inquiry ;  and  this,  for  every 
case,  is  exactly  what  Bacon  has  formulised.  The 
facts  of  history,  like  those  of  nature,  are  only  to 
be  discovered  by  a  just  experience,  the  logic  of 
wUch  has  been  laid  down  by  Bacon  for  every 
case*  But,  on  the  other  hand,  there  is  an  essen* 
tial  difference  between  the  interpretation  of  na- 
ture and  the  interpretation  of  history ;  they  are 
as  distinct  as  their  objects,  nature  and  mind ;  and 
Bacon  himself,  whose  understanding  was  greater 
than  his  method,  has  admitted  that  the  latter  is 
incapable  of  explaining  the  mind.  Nature  pre- 
sents him  only  with  facts;  but  history  opposes 
his  ideas  with  other  ideas  {Beyriffe),  which  he 
must  deny,  in  order  to  establish  his  own*  The 
ideas  that  have  become  historical  appear  to  him 
as  ''idola  theatri;**  and,  with  respect  to  these, 
his  method  and  his  philosophy  become  an  **  anti- 


'382     FRANCIS  BACON  OF  TEBULAM. 

cipatio  mentis."  The  futility  of  all  earlier  sys- 
tems becomes^  with  Bacon>  an  historical  prejudice; 
and  with  this  prejudice  his  historical  explanations 
and  judgments  are  connected.  He  thinks  only  of 
the  present  and  the  future^  which  he  will  enrich 
and  liberate  from  the  past;  therefore  he  denies 
the  past;  but  the  past  is  history* 


n.  Bacok  and  Macaulat. 

Easilt  comprehensible  and  great  as  this  mode  of 
thought  appears  in  Bacon^  whose  vocation  it  was 
to  effect  a  reformation  in  science,  just  as  strange 
and  just  as  much  the  reverse  of  great  must  it 
appear  to  us  when,  in  our  own  times,  an  eminent 
investigator  of  history  pays  unconditional  homage 
to  the  Baconian  mode  of  thought,  and  extols  it 
with  a  fanatical  partiality  that  was  altogether 
foreign  to  the  founder  himself.  We  are  surprised, 
at  the  present  day,  to  find  a  mode  of  thought  ad- 
hered to,  in  that  exclusive  spirit  that  was  neces- 
sary, two  centuries  and  a  half  ago,  to  constitute  an 
epoch  that  was  subject  to  the  conditions  of  its 
age ;  to  find  it  adhered  to  by  an  historian  who, 
above  all  others,  should  be  sensible  to  the  differ-^ 
ence  of  times,  and,  more  especially,  should  main* 
tain  the  historical  against  the  physical  point  of 
view;  or,  at  any  rate,  should  not  overlook  the 
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boundary  between  them  which  Bacon  himself  haa 
observed.     Nevertheless,  Mr.  Macaulay  unoon- 
ditionallj  takes  up  the  cause  of  practical  against 
theoretical  philosophy,  designating  the  former  by 
Bacon's  name ;  and  in  this  spirit  he  repeats,  and 
even  heightens,  the  Baconian  criticism  of  anti- 
quity.    To  show  the  value  of  the  practical  philo- 
sophy above  the  theoretic,  Mr.  Macaulay  exerts 
all  his  energies,  pressing  down  the  scale  of  the 
latter  with  every  possible  weight,  to  such  a  de- 
gree that  the  theoretical  scale  kicks  the  beam 
and  loses  all  weight  whatever.    He  associates 
practical  interests,  as  he  caUs  them,  with  Baconian 
philosophy,  in  the  same  uncompromising  spirit 
that  is  evinced  by  De  Maistre  when  he  opposes 
the  Baconian  philosophy  in  the  interest  of  reli- 
gion.    The  relation  of  them  both  to  Bacon  most 
happily  reflects  the  opposition  between  the  En- 
glish utilitarian  and  the  French  ''romanticist" 
Compared  with  each  other,  the  two  portraits  are 
of  very  different  value,  and  we  have  no  hesitation 
as  to  our  preference*     Assuredly  a  De  Miustre 
cannot  vie  with  a  Macaulay.     Compared  with 
their  original,  both  portraits  will  be  found  unlike, 
and  exaggerated  in  that  "  belletristic  ^  style  that 
is  ill-adapted  for  the  enundation  of  truth.     Of 
the  philosopher  Bacon,  De  Maistre  would  make 
the    Satan,   Macaulay  the  God  of  Philosophy. 
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Such  exaggerations  may  answer  our  modem  novel- 
readers,  but  they  can  instruct  nobody.  With  re- 
spect to  Mr.  Macaulay,  we  have  two  questions  to 
propose:  —  First,  What  is  the  import  of  that 
opposition  between  practical  and  theoretic  philo- 
sophy of  which  he  is  always  talking?  Secondly, 
What  has  his  practical  philosophy  to  do  with 
Bacon? 

Mr.  Macaulay  decides  on  the  part  of  philo- 
sophy with  a  ready  formula  that,  like  many  of 
the  kind,  dazzles  with  words  which  really  mean 
nothing; — words  which  appear  the  more  empty 
and  obscure,  the  more  closely  they  are  investi- 
gated. He  says  that  philosophy  should  be  for 
the  sake  of  man,  not  man  for  the  sake  of  philo- 
sophy ;  in  the  former  case  it  is  practical,  in  the 
second  theoretic.  He  is  in  favour  of  the  former 
and  against  the  latter ;  the  former  he  cannot  suffi- 
ciently extol,  the  latter  he  cannot  make  sufficiently 
ridiculous.  According  to  Macaulay,  the  Baco- 
nian philosophy  is  practical,  the  pras-Baconian 
and,  more  especially,  the  anoiettt  philosophy,  is 
theoretic  This  opposition  he  carries  to  its  ex- 
treme, and  gives  us  an  exaggerated  representation, 
not  in  an  unadorned  shape,  but  in  a  figurative 
disguise,  in  aptly-devised  images,  so  that  practical 
philosophy  always  wears  an  imposing  or  alluring 
form,  while  theoretical  philosophy  is  made  to 
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look  repulsive.  By  this  play  of  words  he  wins 
the  multitude,  who  catch  at  images,  like  children. 
Of  practical  philosophy  he  makes  (not  so  much 
hid  principle  as)  his  point,  and  of  theoretical  his 
target  Thus  the  opposition  acquires  something 
of  a  dramatic  interest,  and  this  involuntarily  en- 
lists the  sympathies  of  the  reader,  who  forgets 
the  scientific  question ;  and,  provided  the  writer  is 
unsparing  of  the  images  and  metaphors  with  which 
he  contrives  to  amuse  the  fancy,  nothing  more  is 
required  by  the  understanding.  Every  one  of  his 
words  is  a  lucky  throw,  a  good  shot  He  who, 
with  a  certain  degree  of  facility,  with  a  certain 
mastery  over  dramatic  effect,  knows  how  to  con- 
vert principles  into  points,  ideas  into  metaphors, 
can  now-a-days  achieve  incredible  victories  over 
the  bare  truth.  We  have  seen  in  Germany  how, 
under  such  forms,  every  absurdity  can  make  its 
way.  Indeed,  with  us,  even  unadorned  absurdity 
is  not  safe  from  public  veneration.  By  the  mere 
art  of  words,  a  grain  of  truth  may  be  so  blown 
out  that,  in  the  eyes  of  the  multitude,  who  only 
judge  by  appearances,  it  may  seem  to  be  whole 
tons  in  weight  Thus,  for  instance,  sensualism 
and  materialism,  which  have  a  grain  of  truth,  may 
be  so  expanded,  may  be  screwed  up  to  such  a 
height,  that  they  seem  to  leave  no  room  for  any- 
thing else.     Feuerbach  has  found  a  great  deal  of 

c  c 
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talent  necessary,  and  has  expended  a  vast  number 
of  startling  nnd  dazzling  antitheses  to  give  a 
brilliant  aspect  to  materialism ;  but  his  disciples, 
without  a  spark  of  talent,  can  make  this  ounce  of 
truth  infinitely  luxuriant  in  its  growth.  But  as 
Fenerbach  uses  the  party-cry  of  sensual,  as  op« 
posed  to  speculative  philosophy,  so  is  the  cry  of 
practical  against  theoretical  philosophy,  raised  by 
Macaulay.  The  chief  object  is  not  that  the  ideas 
shall  be  correct,  but  that  the  words  shall  be 
pointed.  What  does  Mr.  Macaulay  mean  when 
he  says  that  philosophy  should  be  for  man,  not 
man  for  philosophy ;  when  he  rejects  theoretical 
philosophy  because  it  makes  itself  the  end^  and 
man  the  means  to  that  end ;  when  he  says  that^ 
in  his  eyes,  practical  has  to  theoretical  philosophy 
the  relation  of  deeds  to  words — of  fruit  to  thorns 
—  of  an  advancing  army  to  a  treadmill,  where 
with  all  our  turning,  we  still  remain  at  the  same 
spot?  When  I  read  dazzling  phrases  of  this  kind« 
I  am  reminded  of  the  Socratic  expression :  **  They 
are  indeed  said,  but  are  they  said  right?**  If  we 
interpret  Macaulay's  words  strictly,  no  philosophy 
in  the  world  was  ever  practical ;  for  never  was  there 
one  that  arose  merely  from  so-called  practical 
considerations,  and  not  from  philosophical  consi- 
derations likewise.  Just  as  little  has  there  been 
a  theoretical  philosophy ;  for  there  has  never  been 
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one  which  had  not  for  its  motive  a  human  neces* 
sity — that  is  to  saj,  a  practical  interest. 

We  see  to  what  this  reckless  play  upon  words 
ultimately  tends.  It  defines  theoretical  and  prac- 
tical philosophy  by  means  of  a  definition  that  will 
not  fit  a  dingle  real  instance.  The  antithesis  says 
absolutely  nothing.  Let  us  dismiss  the  antithesis 
and  confine  ourselves  to  the  sober,  intelligible  opi- 
nion,  that  the  value  of  a  theory  depends  wholly 
on  its  applicability — on  its  practical  influence  on 
human  life — on  the  use  that  we  can  derive  from 
it.  Utility  alone  is  to  decide  the  value  of  theory. 
Be  it  so;  but  who  shall  decide  what  is  useful? 
All  things  are  useful  that  conduce  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  human  wants,  whether  they  be  objects  in 
themselves,  or  means  towards  objects.  But  who 
shall  decide  what  is  a  human  want  ?  We  take  Ma« 
caulay's  point  of  view,  and  perfectly  agree  with  him 
that  philosophy  should  be  practical,  that  it  should 
serve  the  purposes  of  man,  that  it  should  satisfy, 
or,  at  any  rate,  conduce  to  the  satisfaction  of  his 
wants ;  and  that,  if  it  does  not,  it  is  useless,  and 
consequently  worthless.  Now,  supposing  that 
there  are  wants  in  human  nature  that  imperiously 
demand  satisfaction,  that,  when  unsatisfied,  render 
life  a  torment,  is  not  that  which  satisfies  these 
wants  to  be  deemed  practical  ?  If  some  of  these 
are  of  such  a  kind  that  they  can  only  be  satisfied  by 
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knowledge  —  that  18,  by  theory  —  is  not  this  theory 
to  be  deemed  useful?  nay,  must  it  not  be  so  in  the 
eyes  of  the  most  determined  utilitarian  ?  More- 
over, it  is  very  possible  that  there  are  more  wants 
inhuman  nature  than  the  utilitarian  imagines,  and 
that  all  these  wants  will  not  be  contented  with  the 
modicum  of  satisfaction  that  he  offers.  It  is  pos- 
sible that  what  the  utilitarian  terms  theoretical 
philosophy,  appears  useless  and  sterile  to  him 
merely  because  his  own  notions  of  human  nature 
are  too  narrow  and  sterile.  The  question  really 
is,  what  idea  do  we  form  of  man.  According  to 
this  idea  we  estimate  human  wants;  and  as  our 
view  of  these  wants  is  narrower  or  broader,  wc 
decide  on  the  utility  of  science  and  the  value  of 
philosophy.  But  it  is  a  rash  and  unseemly  pro- 
ceeding to  begin  by  commanding  man  to  have 
only  so  many  wants,  and  then  inferring  that  he 
requires  only  so  much  philosophy.  To  judge 
by  Macaulay's  examples,  his  notions  of  human 
nature  lead  to  no  very  great  results.  "  If  we  are 
forced,"  says  Macaulay,  ''to  make  our  choice 
between  the  first  shoemaker,  and  the  author  of 
the  three  books  *0n  Anger'  (Seneca),  we  pro- 
nounce for  the  shoemaker.  It  may  be  worse  to 
be  angry  than  to  be  wet.  But  shoes  have  kept 
millions  from  being  wet ;  and  we  doubt  whether 
Seneca  ever  kept  any  one  from  being  angry." 
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I  certainly  should    not  select   Seneca  for  my 
target  if  I  meant  to  hit  theoretical  philosophy; 
and  still  less  should  I  choose  those  whom  Mr.  Ma- 
caulay  prefers  to  Seneca^  for  my  allies,  if  I  wished 
to  drive  the  theorists  out  of  the  field.    With  such 
auxiliaries  it  would  be  possible  enough.     Macau- 
lay  throws  things  very  different  from  the  sword 
of  Brennus  into  the  scale  that  he  would  make 
the  heavier!     However,  he  ought  not  merely  to 
doubty  but  hnoto  whether  the  meditations  of  a 
philosopher   (even  of  a  Seneca)  are   absolutely 
without  avail  against  human  passions ;   whether 
they  do  not  confer  equanimity  on  the  human  soul, 
and  render  it  stronger  in  the  presence  of  death 
than  it  would  be  without  them.     To  oppose  one 
example  with  another,   I  can  mention  a  philo- 
sopher far  more  profound  than  Seneca,  and,  in  the 
eyes  of  Macaulay,  likewise  an  unpractical  thinker, 
to  whom  the  power  of  theory  was  far  greater  than 
the  power  of  nature  and  the  ordinary  wants  of 
humanity.     Through  his  meditations  alone  was 
Socrates    cheerful   when   he   drank   the   cup   of 
poison  I     Of  all  ills,  is  there  any  that  exceeds  the 
fear  of  death  in  the  human  soul?     There  are, 
indeed,  many  who  would  rather  get  rid  of  death, 
than  the  fear  of  it;   who  would  rather  lengthen 
their  lives,  than  be  so  armed  in  every  case  that 
they  could  look  death  calmly  and  cheerfully  in  the 
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face.  All  these  would  have  considered  Socrates 
more  practical,  if  he  had  taken  the  advice  of  Crito, 
and  esoaped  from  his  prison  at  Athens^  to  die  of 
old  age  in  Boeotia  or  elsewhere.  Socrates  himself 
thought  it  more  practical  to  remain  in  prison,  and, 
as  the  first  martyr  to  the  liberty  of  the  mind,  to 
mount  up  to  the  gods  from  the  height  of  his 
theory.  Thus,  in  every  case,  man's  own  wants 
decide  upon  the  practical  value  of  an  action  or  a 
thought,  and  these,  again,  are  determined  by  the 
nature  of  the  human  soul.  The  difference  of 
wants  corresponds  to  the  difference  in  individuals 
and  in  periods.  Mr.  Macaulay  makes  a  particular 
class  of  human  wants  —  those  of  ordinary  life  — 
the  standard  of  science ;  and,  on  this  account,  he 
abjures  theoretic,  and  narrows  practical  philosophy. 
This  standard  is  as  little  suited  to  himself  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  human  mind.  If  he  had  not 
other  and  higher  wants  than  those  which  are 
satisfied  by  his  practical  philosophy,  he  would  not 
have  been  a  great  historian,  but  one  of  those  whom 
he  prefers  to  Seneca.  His  practical  philosophy  is 
to  the  human  mind  what  a  tight  shoe  is  to  tho 
foot ;  it  pinches,  and  a  pincliing  shoe  is  a  bad 
preservative  against  wet. 

We  do  not  render  human  life  more  easy  by 
narrowing  science.  The  .attempt  to  dam  up  the 
stream,  however  well  meant  —  nay,  however  ad- 
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vantageous  it  may  be  for  the  momeut — U,  after  all, 
an  attempt  to  destroy  the  scientific  impulse  itself 
in  the  mind  of  man.  And,  indeed,  the  first  attempt 
can  only  attain  a  permanent  success,  on  the  sup- 
position that  success  has  attended  the  second.  As 
long  as  the  desire  of  knowledge  is  an  active  want  in 
our  inmost  nature,  so  long  must  we  strive  to  satisfy 
this  want,  for  this  purely /n-ac^ica/ purpose — strive 
after  knowledge  in  all  things,  even  in  those  the 
expUnation  of  which  does  not  in  any  way  conduce 
to  our  external  prosperity,  which  are  of  no  use 
beyond  the  foundation  of  that  intellectual  clearness 
which  is  their  result  So  long  as  religion,  art,  and 
science  actually  exist  as  an  intellectual  creation 
by  the  side  of  the  physical ;  — and  the  ideal  world 
will  not  cease  till  the  material  world  has  ceased 
also ;  —  so  long  will  man  feel  a  necessity  to  direct 
his  attention  to  those  objects  and  to  produce  within 
himself  a  copy  of  the  ideal  world,  as  well  as  a 
copy  of  the  world  of  nature.  In  other  words,  he 
will  feel  himself  practically  compelled,  by  an  in- 
ternal necessity,  to  attempt  the  theoretical  culti- 
Tation  of  his  mind.  This  has  been  the  aim  of  the 
thinkers  of  antiquity,  the  ancients,  of  the  middle 
ages,  and  of  our  own  times;  though  all  have 
proceeded  in  their  own  manner.  It  is  true 
that  neither  the  theories  of  the  ancients  nor  those 
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of  the  schoolmen  are  any  longer  suited  to  our 
necessities ;  for  our  world  has  changed,  and  with 
it  our  mode  of  thought.  But  an  unconditional 
rejection  of  those  theories,  is  only  a  misappre- 
hension of  the  sense  that  lay  at  the  foundation  of 
them  all,  as  a  mental  necessity ;  that  is  to  say, 
we  say  we  judge  of  antiquity  in  a  mind  that  is 
foreign  to  its  spirit,  and  apply  to  its  theories  a 
theory  of  our  own  that,  being  wholly  inapplicable 
and  therefore  unfruitful,  may  be  ranked  among 
the  phantasms  of  the  brain.  This  non-historical 
mode  of  thought  was  Bacon's  defect,  in  which 
Macaulay  participates.  In  Bacon's  eyes,  tlie 
theories  of  classical  antiquity  were  "  Idols ; "  in 
ours,  the  Baconian  theory  of  antiquity  is  an 
"  Idol"  in  its  turn.  To  him,  the  philosophies 
of  a  Plato  and  an  Aristotle  appear  as  "  Idola 
theatri ; ''  to  us,  these  very  views  appear  "  Idola 
specus  et  fori " — personal  and  national  prejudices. 
Bacon  has  as  much  misapprehended  the  spirit  of 
history  as  the  ancients,  in  his  opinion,  misappre- 
hended the  laws  of  nature. 

But  by  rejecting  theory  altogether  —  not 
merely  the  theories  of  the  past,  but  the  contem- 
plative mind,  as  an  entire  genus^  simply  because 
It  has  not  an  immediate  influence  on  practical  life, 
we  close  our  eyes  not  only  against  history,  but 
also  against  man  and  the  wants  of  humanity — 
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we  overlook  an  impulse  that  belongs  to  the  very 
elements  of  our  nature.  This  mode  of  thought, 
so  opposed  to  nature,  is  the  defect  of  Macaulaj, 
in  which  Bacon  does  not  participate.  Bacon 
thought  too  highly  of  the  practical  mind  of  man 
to  lessen  or  straiten  the  theoretical.  He  wished 
to  raise  the  former  to  the  dominion  of  the  world ; 
and  therefore  he  wished  to  enlighten  the  latter 
into  knowledge  of  the  world.  He  was  well  aware 
that  our  power  is  proportioned  to  our  knowledge ; 
and  therefore,  to  use  his  favourite  ejcpression,  he 
wished  to  found  in  the  human  mind  a  temple  after 
the  model  of  the  universe.  According  to  him, 
science  ought  to  be  a  copy  of  the  actual  world, 
which  he  could  not,  indeed,  complete  himself,  but 
which,  he  hoped,  would  be  completed  in  the 
course  of  ages.  In  this  copy,  according  to  his 
view,  nothing,  however  small,  should  be  wanting ; 
for  everything  that  is,  he  thought,  has  a  right 
to  be  known ;  and  it  is  the  interedt  of  man  to 
know  everything.  Science  appeared  to  his  mind 
a  work  of  art,  the  perfection  of  which  was  hifl 
grand  object.  His  great  mind  saw  that  the  com- 
pletest  science  would  establish  the  completest 
dominion,  and  that  a  gap  in  science  would  be  a 
weakness  in  life.  What  does  science  appear  to 
the  eyes  of  Bacon?  A  temple  raised  in  the 
human  mind  after  the  model  of  the  universe. 
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What  does  it  appear  in  the  eyes  of  Macaulay? 
A  convenient  dwelling-house,  fashioned  to  ac- 
commodate the  wants  of  practical  life.  Macaulay 
is  quite  satisfied  if  we  can  carry  science  far  enougli 
to  provide  a  place  of  safety  for  our  goods  and 
chattels,  and,  above  all,  shelter  ourselves  from  the 
wet  The  majesty  of  the  edifice,  and  its  perfec- 
tion according  to  the  model  of  the  world,  is  to 
him  a  useless  appendage — mere  superfluous  and 
hurtful  luxury.  Bacon  did  not  take  such  a  mean 
view  of  the  subject  In  the  highest  sense  of  the 
word,  he  was  earnest  with  science.  He  only  re- 
jects those  theories  by  which,  in  his  opinion,  the 
true  theory  was  spoiled.  Whatever  appeared  to 
him  an  incorrect  copy  of  the  world  he  flung  aside 
as  a  ground-plan,  in  following  which,  man  had 
for  whole  ages  built  nothing  but  castles  in  the 
air.  Among  these  ground-plans  he  found  some 
belonging  to  the  earliest  ages,  which,  though  not 
copies,  he  considered  symbols  of  the  world ;  and 
these  he  endeavoured  to  interpret  after  his  own 
fashion.  Macaulay  is  astonished,  in  this  case,  at 
the  morbid  degree  to  which  a  talent  for  analogy 
is  developed  in  Bacon ;  but  he  does  not  perceive 
the  connection  of  this  talent  with  Bacon's  method; 
he  does  not  see  tliat  Bacon  looked  to  analc^y  as 
nn  expedient  by  which  he  might  pursue  his  theory 
further  than  his  method  permitted,  and  thus  ren- 
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der  the  temple  of  science  broader  and  more  lofty 
than  was  possible  by  the  unaided  use  of  his  in- 
struments* 

Mr.  Macaulay  lessens  Bacon  by  trying  to  aug- 
ment him  and  elevate  him  above  all  others.  If 
he  understood  Bacon's  mind^  as  the  latter  under- 
stood the  worlds  he  would  have  formed  a  different 
judgment  either  of  Bacon  or  of  theory.  His  error 
consists  in  this,  that  he  would  make  an  historical 
prejudice  of  Bacon  into  a  law  of  nature ;  that  he 
repeats  and  heightens  this  prejudice  as  if  it  were 
now  as  just  and  as  comprehensible  as  at  the  time 
when  it  was  originally  expressed.  Bacon's  histo- 
rical prejudices  are  to  be  explained  by  the  parti* 
cular  dea:ree  of  culture  which  his  age  had  attained 
— to  be  vindicated,  above  all,  by  his  own  historical 
position.  It  was  his  mission  to  renovate  science, 
and  to  open  to  the  new  spirit  of  the  age  a  path 
in  the  region  of  science,  after  it  had  already 
made  for  itself  a  way  in  the  region  of  the  church. 
Hence  he  was  forced  to  reject  the  theories  of  the 
past  The  founders  of  the  new  are  seldom  the 
best  interpreters  of  the  old.  Indeed,  it  is  impos- 
sible that  they  should  be  so ;  for  the  old  is  in  their 
eyes  something  foreign  to  their  purpose,  and  it  is 
their  vocation  to  deprive  it  of  the  sanction  of 
mankind.  It  is  not  till  afterwards  that  that 
which  has  been  exploded  becomes  again  an  object 
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of  human  consideration  as  something  yet  to  be 
explained,  and  then  comes  the  time  for  a  truly 
impartial  judgment  This  sort  of  justice  does  not 
belong  to  the  vocation  of  reforming  minds.  To 
know  the  historical  value  that  is  to  be  attached  to 
the  ancient  and  scholastic  philosophy,  we  must 
not  consult  Bacon  and  Descartes.  The  greatest 
reformer  of  philosophy  that  ever  lived,  Immanuel 
Kant,  was  the  least  able  of  all  to  explain  its  past. 
He  only  saw  and  only  aimed  at  one  vulnerable 
point ;  this  he  hit,  and  cared  little  about  anything 
else.  It  is  just  this  hard  and  dictatorial  character^ 
that,  from  its  own  point  of  view,  heaps  together 
and  rejects  whole  ages  of  science,  that  both  in 
Bacon  and  in  Kant  aided  the  work  of  renovation 
in  philosophy.  Leibnitz,  who,  in  spite  of  his 
vocation  as  a  reformer,  was,  nevertheless,  most 
zealous  in  his  efforts  to  treat  the  ancients  in  every 
respect  with  justice,  is  not  to  be  cited  as  an  in- 
stance to  the  contrary.  His  position  was  utterly 
different  from  those  of  Bacon  and  Kant  Leib- 
nitz had  not,  like  them,  to  create  a  new  spirit, 
but  to  reform  a  new  spirit  that  already  exii$ted, 
having  emanated  from  Bacon  and  Descartes.  This 
new  spirit  he  wished  to  free  from  the  one-sided- 
ness  that  was  displayed  in  its  exclusive  and  dis- 
dainful attitude  towards  antiquity;  and  thus  his 
renovating  philosophy  involuntarily  became  a  re- 
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Btoratton  of  the  ancient    This  reformation  was^  at 
the  same  time,  a  rehabilitation. 

That  which  in  Bacon  was  right,  and  suited  to  the 
spirit  of  the  times,  is  not  so  now.  He  might  de- 
clare the  philosophy  of  the  past  unpractical,  and 
confirm  this  sunmiary  judgment  by  making  a  phi- 
losophy of  the  future.  But  it  is  at  once  wrong,  and 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  times,  still  to  retain 
Bacon's  opinion  of  antiquity,  and  under  the  banner 
of  his  philosophy,  to  declare  war  against  theory  in 
general.  Bacon's  philosophy  itself  (as,  indeed, 
every  philosophy  is  by  its  very  nature)  was  a  theory, 
and  nothing  else ;  it  was  the  theory  of  the  inven* 
tive  mind.  Nothing  great,  in  the  shape  of  inven- 
tion, is  attributable  to  Bacon  ;  he  was  far  less  in- 
ventive than  the  German  metaphysician,  Leibnitz. 
If  by  practical  philosophy  we  mean  invention. 
Bacon  was  a  mere  theorist ;  his  philosophy  was 
nothing  but  a  theory  of  **  practical  philosophy." 
Bacon  did  not  wish  to  narrow  theory,  but  to  rein- 
vigorate  it  and  to  open  for  it  a  wider  field  of 
observation  than  it  had  ever  had  before.  I  do 
not  know  with  what  eyes  any  one  can  have  read 
Bacon's  works  to  interpret  their  spirit  in  a  nar- 
rower sense.  Besides  that  manly  vigour  that 
feels  itself  called  upon  to  achieve  great  deeds, 
and  fully  equal  to  its  mission,  the^e  writings 
breathe  the  irresistible  spirit  of  youth  and  genius. 
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in  which  a  sense  of  something  new  is  awakened ; 
and  which,  conscious  of  its  own  strength,  every- 
where expresses  its  own  convictions  in  plain  and 
unvarnished  terms.     Not  unfrequently  does  the 
calm  thought  speak  in  the  language  of  imagina- 
tion ;  and  the  end  that  Bacon  pursues  —  practical 
and  generally  useful  as  it  is — often  appears  in  his 
descriptions  as  a  youthful  ideal,  accompanied  by 
signiBcant  images  and  great  examples.      What 
charms  us  in  Bacon,   with  peculiar  fascination, 
enabling  us  not  only  to  think,  but  also  to  feel 
with  him,  is,  in  addition  to  the  weight  of  his  own 
ideas,  that  freshly  awakened  {passionate  thirst  for 
science  which  carries  him  along  and  pervades  all 
his  projects;    and   which,  though  he  cautiously 
compels  it  to  bridle  its  energies,  so  as  not  to  be 
borne  headlong,  he  never  commands  to  become 
extinct,  or  to  be  satisfied  with  little.      No,  the 
beverage  desired  by  Bacon  is  pressed  from  num- 
berless grapes,  though  only  from  those  that  are 
fully  matured  and  prepared.      The   Bacon  that 
we  find  in  his  own  writings,  knows  no  bounds 
to  human  knowledge  within  the  compass  of  the 
universe,  no  ne  plus   ultra^  no  pillars    of  Her- 
cules for  the  mind.     These  are   his  words,  not 
ours;  and  had  he  thought  differently,  he  would 
not  have  written  his  books  on  the  dignity  and 
advancement    of   the    sciences.      These    works 
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afford  the  best  proof  of  the  wide  extent  of 
theory  in  Bacon*8  mind ;  the  best  proof  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  limit  and  restrain  it,  but  to  reno* 
vate  it  and  extend  it  to  the  boundaries  of  the  uni- 
verse. His  standard  of  practicability  was  not  the 
mere  utility  of  the  baurgeoisj  but  that  generally 
human  utility  to  which  knowledge,  as  knowledge, 
belongs.  In  his  dedication  to  the  King  of  Eng- 
land*,  he  says:  —  "To  your  Majesty,  —  it  is 
proper  and  agreeable  to  be  conversant  not  only  in 
the  transitory  parts  of  good  government,  but  in 
those  acts  also  that  are  in  their  nature  permanent 
and  perpetual  Amongst  the  which,  if  affection  do 
not  transport  me,  there  is  not  any  more  worthy 
than  the  further  advancement  of  the  world  with 
sound  and  fruitful  knowledge.  For  why  should 
a  few  received  authors  stand  up  like  Hercules' 
columns,  beyond  which  there  should  be  no  sailing 
or  discovering,  since  we  have  so  bright  and  benign 
a  star  as  your  majesty  to  conduct  and  pros- 
per us  ?  •* 

This  is  not  the  Bacon  that  Mr.  Macaulay 
would  set  up  as  one  of  the  Hercules*  pillars  of 
science ;  and  here,  in  brief,  is  the  distinction  be- 
tween the  two.  What  Bacon  sought  was  new, 
and,  rightly  understood,  is  eternal.     What  at  the 

*  In  the  second  book  of  **  Advancement.**    The  pMsage  also 
occurs  in  **  De  Angmentis,  U.**  — J.  O. 
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present  day  is  desired  by  Macaulaj  and  many 
others^  who  use  the  authority  of  BacoHy  b  not  the 
new,  but  at  most,  the  modern.     The  new  is  that 
which  opposes  itself  to  the  old,  and  serves  as  a 
model  for  the  future ;  in  this  sense,  there  is  very 
little  that  is  new  in  the  world  —  the  new  is  only 
the  truth  of  extraordinary  minds  in  extraordinary 
times.      The  modern  is  that  which  flatters  the 
present,  and  gains  the  largest  amount  of  suffrag^es 
from  the  public  opinion  of  the  day.     As  far  as  I 
can  see,  we  have  nothing  new  in  art  or  science, 
nothing  that  we  can  oppose  to  the  ancient,  and 
hold  up  as  a  light  to  posterity ;  and  to  judge  from 
appearances,  all  the  real  innovations  of  the  present 
day  occur  and  are  sought  in  other  fields,  where, 
indeed,  they  are  more  required.     That  which,  in 
our  day,  would  pass  for  something  new  in  art  or 
science,  is,  in  fact,  nothing  but  an  artificial,  and 
therefore  intrinsically  unsound  revivification  of  the 
old  —  an  affected   repetition  of  what  has  been. 
Its  value  is  that  of  a  theatrical  intermezzo,  which 
serves  to  amuse  the  multitude  while  the  stage  re- 
mains  empty   between   the  acts.      The  new  is 
achieved  by  genius  that  is  never  guided  by  the 
multitude;   the  modern   by  the  masses.      Thus 
the  materialism  of  the  present  day  is  modern;  and 
akin   to  it  and   likewise  modem  are  the   cam- 
paigns that  are  carried  on^  amid  loud  applause. 


PSEUDO-BACONISSr.  401 

against  all  the  greatness  of  our  past  in  art  and 
science.  Everybody  who  courts  ignorant  ap- 
plause has  the  word  '* practical '*  in  his  mouth; 
everybody,  forsooth,  will  be  practical ;  and  so  he 
is,  provided  he  can  thus  pursue  and  attain  his 
own  ends.  Only  these  interests  of  the  present 
day,  and  of  special  coteries,  have  no  right  to  appeal 
to  Bacon,  who,  in  science,  had  nothing  in  com- 
mon with  them ;  and  who,  if  he  knew  of  such  nar- 
row and  mischievous  prejudices,  would  doubtless 
liave  classed  them  —  and  very  properly  —  among 
the ''  Idola  fori."  If,  like  Bacon,  we  consider  prac- 
tical utility  on  a  grand  scale,  measuring  it  not  by 
individuals,  but  by  the  state  of  the  world,  theory 
becomes  expanded  of  itself;  and  the  passion  for 
knowledge  has  no  reason  to  fear  that  an  arbitrary 
restraint  will  ever  be  imposed  upon  it  in  con- 
sequence of  such  a  practical  point  of  view. 

The  genuine  mind  of  Bacon  is  a  wholesome  ex- 
ample for  any  time.  After  the  purely  theoretical 
labours  in  art  and  science  have  come,  as  it  seems, 
to  a  stop  for  some  time,  the  impulse  to  an  aotivity 
and  culture  of  general  utility  is  revived  with 
increased  liveliness,  philosophy  seeks  anew  the 
exact  sciences  and  experience,  and  her  desire  for 
knowledge  is  once  more  directed  to  the  living 
objects  of  nature  and  history.   The  exact  sciences 
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arc  applied  to  public  life,  that  they  may  stimu- 
late it  to  inyention,  or  instruct  and  enlighten  it. 
Thus  the  physical  sciences  fertilise  history,  the 
historical  fertilise  politics ;  everywhere  an  effort  is 
revealed  on  the  part  of  scientific  theory  to  become 
useful,  or,  at  any  rate,  generally  intelligible.  The 
departments  of  science  vie  with  each  other  in  con- 
tributing their  aid  to  general  culture  and  serving 
practical  interests.     Those  among  them  all  that 
contribute  the  most,  are  of  the   greatest  value 
with   regard   to   that   culture   that   has  general 
utility  for  its  end;    and  this   pre-eminence  un* 
doubtedly  belongs  to  the  physical  sciences,  espe- 
cially those  that  by  dint  of  mechanical  and  che- 
mical  discoveries    have   elevated    the   inventive 
mind,  and  enabled  it  by  new  means  of  communi- 
cation and  industry  to  give  an  entirely  new  form 
to  ordinary  life.     Here  the  spirit  of  Bacon  has 
imprinted  upon  the  present  deep  traces  that  are 
not  to  be  mistaken.     Nay,  the  whole  scientific 
energy  of  our  times  is  Baconian  in  it^  tendency, 
and  we  can  easily  see  why  the  augurs  of  the  day 
once  more  evoke  this  name  with  increased  urgency. 
We  grant,  that  any  attempt  to  oppose  such  a  tor- 
rent, with  a  dam  stronger  than  itself,  would  be 
futile  indeed ;  but  then,  on  the  other  hand,  no  one 
should  attempt  to  convert  the  torrent  itself  into  a 
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(laiiij  and  thus  to  petrify  the  spirit  of  Bacon  into 
n  Hercules'  pillar.  Far  from  disregarding  the 
example  of  Bacon^  we  would  oppose  a  true  to 
a  fallacious  example.  The  spirit  of  Bacon  may, 
indeed,  stand  as  a  model  for  the  present ;  but  it 
should  appear  in  all  its  greatness,  not  as  a  dis- 
figured or  diminished  counterfeit,  such  as  the 
celebrated  English  historian  gives  us  in  his  etch- 
ing. Bacon's  opposition  to  theory  was  in  a 
double  sense  historical.  He  opposed  an  historical 
theory  that  belonged  to  the  past ;  be  sprang  from 
an  historical  position  that  was  to  decide  the  turn- 
ing-point between  the  past  and  the  future.  This 
opposition  was  relative,  and  should  not  be  made 
absolute ;  being  mainly  adapted  to  a  certain  age, 
it  should  not  be  applied  to  ourselves  and  all  ages 
without  distinction.  That  which  is  an  ''idol," 
though  an  inevitable  one,  in  Bacon,  ought  not  to 
be  converted  into  a  truth  for  us;  for  the  light 
of  the  Baconian  mind  would  thus  be  turned  into 
a  misleading  iffnis  fatuus,  which,  at  the  present 
day,  no  one  would  have  been  less  inclined  to 
follow  than  Bacon  himself.  Even  Mr.  Macaulay 
shows  how  little  that  opposition,  which  he  stamps 
with  the  name  of  3acon,  is  really  grounded  in 
his  own  mind.  If  we  set  every  other  consi- 
deration aside,  the  very  style  shows,  that  where 
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Bacon  was  in  earnest,  Macaulay  is  only  in  sport. 
Bacon  had  experienced  within  himself  and  actually 
felt  his  opposition  to  antiquity^  and  to  that  which 
he  calls  theoretical  philosophy.  The  opposition 
lay  in  the  very  condition  of  his  intellectual  nature. 
Very  different,  even  as  to  its  expression,  does 
this  opposition  appear  in  Macaulay,  by  whom  it  is 
reduced  to  an  artificial  antithesis,  which  with  the 
readiest  dexterity  passes  from  one  party-word  to 
another.  This  is  the  language  not  of  dmple 
feeliug,  but  of  artificial  imitation.  Mr.  Macaulay, 
in  his  essay,  bears  the  same  relation  to  Bacon  that 
a  rhetorical  figure  bears  to  a  natural  character. 
Voltaire  would  have  stood  in  a  similar  relation  to 
Shakespeare  if  he  had  wished  to  represent  and 
imitate  a  Shakesperian  character. 

History  itself  has  pronounced  tiie  final  judg- 
ment in  this  matter,  and  the  historical  fact  is  the 
last  negative  instance  that  we  shall  oppose  to 
Macaulay.  Bacon's  philosophy  is  not  an  end  of 
theories,  but  the  starting-point  of  new  theories, 
which  were  its  necessary  results  in  England  and 
France,  and  of  which  some  were  practical  in 
Mr.  Macaulay's  sense  of  the  word.  Hobbes  was 
the  disciple  of  Bacon.  His  ideal  of  a  state  is  the 
direct  opposite  of  the  Platonic  ideal  in  every  point 
save  one  —  namely,  that  it  is  an  equally  im* 
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practicable  theory.  Macaulaj,  however,  terms 
Hobbes  the  most  acute  and  powerful  of  humau  in- 
tellects. If,  now,  Hobbes  was  a  practical  philo- 
sopher, what  becomes  of  Macaulay's  politics  ?  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  Hobbes  was  not  a  practical 
philosopher,  what  becomes  of  Macaulay's  philo- 
Bophy,  that  pays  homage  to  the  theorist  Hobbes  ? 
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CHAP.  xrn. 

THB  PBOGKESS  OP  THB  BACONIAN  PHIL080FHT. 

Strictly  speaking,  philosophical  schools  are 
always  the  inheritors  of  systems.  Where  there 
are  no  systems,  there  is  likewise  no  inheritance ; 
for  this  arises  when  the  school  takes  in  hand  and 
further  elaborates,  formally  or  materially,  the  intel- 
lectual edifice*  of  the  master,  if  this  edifice  is  not 
already  complete  enough  to  be  inhabited  in  peace 
and  comfort.  In  modem  philosophy  such  schools 
have  been  founded  by  Descartes,  Leibnitz,  Kantj 
and  HegeL  The  Baconian  philosophy  has  not 
had  a  school  in  the  same  sense  as  these ;  the  for- 
mation of  a  system  belonged  neither  to  its  pur- 
pose nor  its  constitution.  Not  in  its  purpose ; 
for  Bacon  was  a  declared  foe  to  every  mania  for 
scientific  sects  and  systems,  well  knowing  the 
mischief  that  is  done  to  scientific  progress  by 
the  confinement  of  forms.  Not  in  its  constitu- 
tion ;  for  this,  like  the  mind  of  the  founder,  was 

*  The  compound  word,  "  Lehrgebaude,"  is  commonly  ren- 
dered **  system ;"  but  to  accommodate  Dr.  Fbcher*8  image  it 
roust  be  reduced  to  its  elements.— J.  O. 
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not  planned  for  the  formation  of  a  complete  and 
fully  developed  theory ; — for  the  establishment  of 
a  doctrine  simply  to  be  handed  down  from  master 
to  pupil^  and  to  be  elaborated  in  the  same  scho- 
lastic spirit  Just  as  in  the  strict  sense  of  the 
word^  we  cannot  say  there  was  a  Baconian  sys- 
tem, so  we  cannot  say  that — strictly  speaking  — 
there  was  a  Baconian  school. 

The  influence  of  this  philosophy  extends  far 
beyond  the  sphere  of  the  learned ;  it  gives  a  ten- 
dency of  the  mind,  which  once  taken,  cannot  be 
abandoned.  Systems  die  out,  for  there  is  no  per- 
manence in  forms ;  but  a  necessary  tendency  of 
the  mind,  founded  in  human  nature,  is  eternal. 
The  nearer  a  philosophy  stands  to  common  life, 
the  nearer  its  ideas  correspond  to  actual  wants, 
the  less  systematic  it  will  probably  be;  but  so 
much  the  more  indestructible  will  be  its  weight, 
so  much  the  more  lasting  will  be  its  vitality.  It 
is  impossible  to  banish  experience  from  human 
science; — and  equally  impossible  to  banish  ex- 
periment, the  comparison  of  particular  cases,  the 
force  of  negative  instances,  and  the  observation 
of  prerogative  instances  from  the  region  of  ex- 
perience. It  is  likewise  impossible  to  deprive 
human  life  of  the  possessions  that  result  from 
experimentalising   experience  —  namely,  natural 
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science  and  invention ;  and  if  ail  this  is  impos- 
sible, the  Baconian  philosophy  stands  secure  for 
all  ages. 

EMPIRIA  Ain>  EMPIBISM. 

But  it  is  another  question  whether  all  science 
consists  merely  of  experience,  whether  experi- 
ments constitute  the  whole  of  observation,  whether 
all  the  wants  of  human  life  are  to  be  satisfied  — 
the  theoretical  by  natural  science,  the  practical 
by  invention.  If  such  is  not  the  case,  only  one 
hemisphere  of  life  is  illumined  by  the  Baconian 
philosophy.  By  this  consideration  the  value  of 
experience  is  not  denied,  but  the  worth  of  the 
Baconian  philosophy  is  limited.  Its  limit  does 
not  consist  in  its  exaltation  and  logical  vindication 
of  experience,  but  in  its  utter  subjugation  to  expe- 
rience, in  its  reduction  of  all  human  knowledge 
without  exception  to  the  level  of  experience. 
This  limit,  at  the  same  time,  expresses  the  cha- 
racter, the  specific  difference  of  the  Baconian 
philosophy,  which  is  valid  as  a  special  philosophy, 
and  in  this  capacity  will  serve  as  a  guide  for  a 
series  of  investigations,  which  describe*  a  whole 
period.     Bacon  has  referred  human  knowledge  to 

*  **  Describe,"  in  the  sense  in  which  a  phuiet  is  said  to  de- 
scribe its  orbit— J.  O. 
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experience  by  rectifying  the  latter^  and  at  the 
same  time  limits  philosophy  to  experience^  by 
elevating  the  latter  into  the  principle  of  all 
sciences.  Now,  it  is  very  possible  to  take  the 
first  of  these  steps  without  taking  the  second; 
and  while  we  unconditionally  agree  with  Bacon 
in  the  one  case,  we  may  have  our  doubts  about 
the  other,  for  it  is  one  thing  to  seek  experience, 
another  to  make  experience  a  principle*  Here  is 
the  difference  between  Empiria*  and  Empirism. 
The  former  is  experience  as  abundance  and  en- 
joyment, the  latter  is  experience  as  a  principle, 
which  we  may  adopt  and  be  very  poor  in  true 
experience  after  all.  Experience  of  the  world 
always  enriches  science  and  extends  it  to  an  im- 
measurable degree.  This  is  the  positive  and 
lasting  influence  of  Bacon.  It  is  true  that  ex- 
perience of  the  world  does  not  satisfy  all  the  as- 
pirations after  knowledge  that  are  to  be  found  in 
human  nature^  but  then  it  stands  in  the  way  of 
none.  On  the  other  hand,  the  philosophy  ofexpe^ 
rience  expressly  opposes  itself  to  all  the  specula- 
tive wants  that  experience  of  the  world  does  not 
satisfy.     It  weakens  the  scientific  interest  in  all 


*  It  U  noedlets  to  itftte  that  thli  word  properly  lignifiea  neither 
more  nor  leas  than  *•  ezperienee  ;**  bat  as  Dr.  Fischer  uses  it  in 
addition  to  **  £r&bning  "  in  a  definite  sense,  it  mast  be  retained 

r.o. 
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things  that  are  not  objects  of  experience,  and 
would  most  readily  turn  this  interest  into  indif- 
ference. Thus,  for  instance,  religious  indifference 
was  founded  in  the  very  character  of  the  Baconian 
philosophy.  Indispensable  as  experience  is  to 
human  knowledge,  the  principle  of  experience  is  of 
dubious  value  in  philosophy: — not  merely  be- 
cause it  sets  limits  to  the  human  mind,  but  because 
it  is  a  principle  assumed,  though  in  itself  doubt- 
ful— a  dogma.  Knowledge  is  only  attainable 
by  experience — such  is  the  first  axiom  of  the 
Baconian  philosophy.  Is  even  the  truth  of  this 
axiom  known  by  experience  ?  and  if  so,  by  what 
experience  ?  Are  we  not  compelled  to  ask :  By 
what  experience  is  the  principle  of  experience 
guaranteed  ?  How  does  experience  vindicate  it- 
self ?  Or  are  we  not  allowed, — nay,  are  we  for- 
bidden to  judge  the  philosophy  of  experience  by 
its  own  maxims?  This  inevitable  test  was  natu- 
rally applied  after  the  philosophy  of  experience 
had  gone  through  its  historical  phases;  and  re- 
sulted in  the  decision  that  experience  must  no 
longer  be  received  as  an  axiom,  —  that  the  philo- 
sophy of  experience  cannot  be  dogmatical,  but 
only  sceptical.  This  decision  does  not  weaken 
"  Empiria,"  but  Empirism. 
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SHPnusu. 

The  realistic  philosophy  has  now  arrived  at  its 
last  exclusive  point  of  view.  It  follows  the 
Baconian  spirit,  not  in  that  extended  sense  which, 
conformably  to  experience,  would  widen  the  com- 
pass of  human  knowledge,  but  in  that  narrow 
sense  which  would  restrict  philosophy ;  that  is  to 
say,  all  human  knowledge  to  experience.  Hence 
we  may  foresee  that  the  Baconian  sphere  of  vision 
will  become  narrower  and  more  exclusive  at  every 
step;  but  that,  likewise,  in  conformity  to  its 
principles,  it  will  be  more  logically  and  rigidly 
defined.  Indeed,  it  is  the  nature  of  the  philo- 
sophy of  experience  to  become  more  narrow,  the 
more  it  accommodates  itself  to  the  logical  fetters 
of  its  principles.  We  can  indicate  the  charac- 
teristics that  have  been  already  foreshadowed 
in  the  Baconian  philosophy,  and  which  become 
clearer  and  sharper  at  every  logical  step. 

If  experience  can  alone  pronounce  a  final  de- 
cision in  every  case,  nothing  but  what  is  actually 
I)erceived  can  be  accepted  as  a  real  object,  and 
this  will  also  be  an  individuality.  On  this  sup- 
position ''  universals"  and  generic  ideas  must  be 
rejected,  or,  at  any  rate,  merely  regarded  as 
names  and  symbols,  which  contribute  nothing  to 
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the  knowledge  of  things,  but  only  facilitate  com- 
munication.   To  use  the  language  of  the  scholiast?^ 
Empiricism  regards  ''universals"   not  as  realiaj 
but  as  nominalicu     Hence  the  whole  philosophy 
of   experience,   together  with  Bacon,   is  nomi- 
nalistic  in  its  views.     Universal  ideas  are  word^ 
without  objective  foundation  or  anything  objective 
to  correspond  to  them;  for  the  individual  thing 
that  we  actually  perceive  is  alone  truly  objective 
Words  are  arbitrary  signs,  coined,  Uke  money,  for 
the  sake  of  intercommunication.     Thus,  language 
generally  is  to  be  looked  upon  as  a  work  effected 
by  human  agreement,  as  a  method  of  convert 
sation ;  and  from  this  point  of  view  it  is  investi- 
gated and  criticised  by  the  Baconian  philosophy. 
Indeed  Bacon  himself  had  already  classed  the 
public  credit  that  is  given  to  words,  among  the 
''Idola  forL"    With  this  view  of  generic  ideas 
and  of  language,  an  anti-formalistic  tendency  is 
necessarily    associated; — an    opposition    to  the 
Platonico-Aristotelian  and  scholastic  philosophy, 
an  aversion  to  any  explanation  of  the  world  by 
final  causes.     Hence,  as  a  matter  of  course,  fol- 
lows a  predilection  for  materialism,  as  opposed  to 
formal  philosophy ;  for  a  mechanical  explanation 
of  things,  as  opposed  to  teleology ;  for  Democritus 
and  Epicurus,  as  opposed  to  Plato  and  Aristotle. 
AH    these    characteristics  are  foreshadowed    in 
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Bacon^  and  arc  common  to  the  upholders  of 
realistic  philosophy^  who  ever  bear  this  Baconian 
stamp. 

Now  if  things  cannot  be  thought  by  means  of 
intellectual  and  generic  ideas,  the  symbols  of 
which  are  words,  nothing  is  left  for  us  but  to 
think  by  means  of  the  senses  and  their  impres- 
sions ;  and  thus  experience  is  limited  to  sensuous 
perception,  "  All  knowledge  is  experience," 
says  Empirism.  '*  Experience  is  only  sensuous 
perception,'^  says  Sensualism,  which  has  its  neces- 
sary foundation  in  the  philosophy  of  experience, 
and  already  is  clearly  foreshadowed  by  Bacon. 

And  what  are  things-in-themselves*,  if  they 
exclude  all  generic  universality,  and  are  merely  ob- 
jects of  our  sensuous  perceptions  ?  They  must  be 
the  reverse  of  genera — individuals  of  a  material 
kind — that  is  to  say,  atoms.  According  to  its 
positive  principles,  the  nominalistic  view  is  also 
atomistic  The  atomistic  view  belongs  to  the  very 
character  of  a  philosophy  that  deliberately  limits 
itself  to  experimentalising  experience;  avoids  the 
abstract  ideas  of  the  intellect ;  approaches  things 
themselves,  instrument  in  hand,  not  to  generalise 
the  conceptions  of  bodies,  but  to  dissect  the  bodies, 

*  It  need  scarcely  be  mentioned  that  ^  Ding-an-sich "  (thing 
in  itself)  is  a  Kantian  expression  used  to  denote  a  thing  in  its 
own  nature,  independent  of  our  porceptions^^J.  O. 
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and  reduce  them  to  their  ultimate  parts.  This 
direction  has  been  unequivocally  taken  even  by 
Bacon  himself;  and  the  further  the  realistic  philo- 
sophy leaves  Bacon  behind,  so  much  the  more 
definite  does  the  atomistic  view  become ;  so  much 
the  more  clearly,  unreservedly,  and  exclusively, 
is  materialism  revealed.  This  proceeds  so  far, 
that  it  at  last  gives  atomistic  explanations  even  of 
space  and  time,  which  it  declares  to  be  composed 
of  simple  elementary  particles.  *  The  infinite 
divisibility  of  space  and  time  is  declared  to  be  the 
greatest  absurdity  by  the  same  thinker,  who  con- 
verts the  Baconian  philosophy  into  scepticism. 

We  shall  find  that  the  empirism  founded  by 
Bacon  is  heightened  in  its  atomistic,  sensualistic, 
and  nominalistic  tendencies,  as  it  logically  pro- 
gresses, and  that  at  last  it  resolves  itself  into 
scepticism. 

THE  DEGREES   OF  DEVELOPMENT  IN  EMPIRISM. 

These  are  the  leading  points  of  view  taken  by 
the  thinkers  of  the  Baconian  age.  We  shall 
clearly  and  concisely  bring  forward  the  principal 
characteristics  of  this  age,  merely  marking  those 
points  in  the  progress  of  the  Baconian  philosophy 
that   may   really  be  considered    developments*, 

•  **  Fortbildnngco ;"  literally  **  progrcwivc  furmatioDS,  or  clabo* 
rations." — J.  O. 
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whether  they  fulfil  requisitions  that  Bacon  has 
made,  or  carry  out  inquiries  that  he  has  stimu- 
lated ;  I  mean  such  requisitions  and  such  problems 
as  immediately  belong  to  the  philosophical  prin- 
ciples themselves.  All  these  developments  of  the 
philosophy  of  experience  have  their  roots  in 
Bacon.  To  these  roots  we  especially  direct  our 
attention  here ;  firstly  because  they  have  not  been 
sufliciently  regarded,  and  the  later  advocates  of 
realistic  philosophy  have  been  far  too  readily  con- 
sidered independent  and  peculiar  thinkers  than 
they  really  were;  whereas,  if  they  are  compared  to 
Bacon,  they  are  nothing  of  the  sort,  or,  at  any 
rate,  only  to  a  very  limited  extent.  Secondly, 
because  we  cannot  better  appreciate  and  under- 
stand these  later  results  than  by  deducing  them 
from  their  natural  and  historical  origin,  and,  as  it 
were,  drawing  them  forth  by  the  root  out  of  the 
Baconian  philosophy.  Bacon  himself,  when  he 
speaks  of  the  method  of  instruction,  makes  the 
excellent  remark  that  we  cannot  teach  sciences 
better  than  by  laying  bare  their  roots  to  the 
learners.* 

Compare  ''De  Aagm/'  VI.  2. 
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I.  The  Atomism  of  Hobbes. 

If  we  regard  the  Baconian  philosophy  in  the 
direction  which  it  took  as  opposed  to  antiquity 
and  scholasticism^  in  the  constitution  which  it 
adopted  in  conformity  with  that  tendency,  these 
points  of  view  will  appear  most  conspicuous : 
The  sciences  generally  should  be  brought  back  to 
natural  science  as  their  foundation ;  — natural 
science  should  be  based  upon  pure  experience, 
<ind  this,  again,  upon  the  natural  understanding. 
Bacon  had  declared  that  natural  science  is  the 
great  parent  of  all  the  sciences ;  on  this  founda- 
tion, not  only  the  physical  disciplines,  such  as 
astronomy,  optics,  mechauics,  medicine,  &c.,  were 
to  be  renovated ;  but,  "  what  will  surprise  many,** 
the  humanistic  also,  such  as  morals,  politics,  and 
logic  This  was  a  demand  made  by  Bacon, — and, 
indeed,  he  was  compelled  to  make  it  by  the  very 
nature  of  his  philosophy ;  —  but  which  he  himself 
only  hinted  at  in  morals,  left  unfulfilled  in  politics, 
while  he  expressly  declared  it  was  not  to  be  ful- 
filled in  the  case  of  religion.  Here  is  a  gap  within 
the  precincts  of  the  Baconian  philosophy ;  and  this 
consequently  is  the  problem  that  has  first  to  be 
solved.  Bacon  wished  to  be  silent  on  the  subject 
of  politics ;  and  religion,  according  to  him,  was  to 
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have  nothing  to  do  with  natural  knowledge.  If 
we  accorately  formalise  this  problem^  we  shall  find 
that  in  its  broadest  sense  it  insists  that  the  moral 
world  shall  be  ezpliuned  on  naturalistic  principles, 
— that  it  shall  be  based  on  the  natural  state 
of  man,  and  deduced  from  that  basis.  Hence 
we  have  the  questions :  '^  Which  is  the  natural 
state  of  man?  How  does  the  moral  order  of 
things  result  from  it?"  or,  to  speak  the  lan- 
guage of  Bacon,  *'  How  does  the  '  status  civilis' 
follow  from  the  *  status  naturalis'  of  man  ?^  This 
problem  is  solved  by  Thomas  Hobbes,  the  imme- 
diate successor  and  disciple  of  Bacon. 

He  solves  it  altogether  in  the  atomistic  spirit 
of  the  Baconian  philosophy.  He  becomes  the 
politician  of  this  tendency,  and  on  political  grounds 
detests  the  philosophers  of  antiquity  with  a  violence 
still  greater  than  that  with  which,  on  logical  and 
physical  grounds,  they  are  opposed  by  Bacon. 
He  wished  to  banish  Plato  and  Aristotle  from  his 
state,  as  mischievous  to  the  common  weal,  just  as 
Plato  from  his  republic  would  have  banished 
Homer.  In  Hobbes  the  atomistic  and  nominal- 
istic  view  is  sharply  and  unscrupulously  expressed, 
and  that  in  reference  to  politics.  All  generic 
ideas  are  to  him  mere  names  and  words ;  and  these 
are  nothing  but  conventional  expedients  for  mutual 
intercourse.     "  Words,"  says  Hobbes,  "  are  wise 

£  £ 
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men's  counters,  they  do  but  reckon  by  them ;  but 
they  are  the  money  of  foola»  that  value  them  hy 
the  authority  of  an  Aristotle,  a  Cicero^  or  a 
Thomas  (Aquinas).''*  Thinking  is  judging; 
judgments  are  propositions;  propositions  consist 
of  words;  words  are  counters.  Hence,  with 
Hobbes,  thinking  is  the  same  as  reckoning. 

1.  TBB  STATE  A8  AH  ABSOLUTE  FOWEB. 

Hobbes's  view  of  nature,  and  also  of  the  natural 
condition  of  mankind,  was  purely  atomistic.  From 
these  principles  he  deduced  the  necessity  of  a 
natural  contract;  upon  this  contract  he  founded 
the  state,  to  which  he  made  morals  and  religion 
imconditionally  subordinate.  His  conception  of 
morals  and  religion  was  purely  poUtical,  his  ex- 
planation of  the  state  itself  purely  naturalistic,  — 
that  is  to  say,  it  was  founded  on  a  natural  con- 
tract, which  was  the  necessary  consequence  of  the 
natural  condition  of  man.  Thus  that  which  Bacon 
either  could  not  or  would  not  effect  was  effected 
by  Hobbes,  —  namely,  the  reduction  of  the  whole 
moral  world,  together  with  the  state,  to  natural 
laws.  The  state,  in  the  worldly-political  sense 
of  the  word,  was  to  him  the  absolute  and  om- 
nipotent total  of  all  human  community,   of  all 

♦  "Leviathan,*'  Pt.  I.  chap.  iv. 
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public  religion  and  moralitj.  Hence  he  calls  this 
state  the  '' mortal  god"  or  the  '^ great  Leviathan," 
which  recklessly  swallows  up  individuals.  His 
principal  work  is  entitled  ''LeviathaUi  or  the 
Matter,  Form,  and  Power  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
and  Political  State."  Humanity,  as  the  sum  total 
of  all  community,  is  a  product  of  political  right, 
which,  in  its  turn,  is  a  product  of  natural  right. 
Hence  Hobbes  unconditionally  rejects  the  eocle* 
siastical  state,  and,  likewise  unconditionally,  in* 
sbts  on  the  temporal  authority  in  the  state  as  an 
absolute  power,  altogether  unlimited  and  illimit- 
able.  From  this  point  of  view  Hobbes  necessarily 
attacks  every  religion  that  is  independent  of  the 
state,  or — what  is  still  worse — would  be  an  ab* 
solute  state  itself,  to  which  the  political  should 
be  subordinate*  He  is  the  most  violent  opponent 
of  the  Puritans  and  Independants,  on  the  one 
nde,  and  of  the  pope,  the  hierarchy,  and  the 
Jesuits,  on  the  other.  His  '*  Leviathan "  is,  at 
the  same  time,  directed  against  Cromwell — who, 
with  the  aid  of  an  unfettered  religion,  had  just 
overthrown  the  monarchy  in  England  —  and 
agMnst  Cardinal  Bellarmin,  whose  books  in  de- 
fence of  the  papal  power  he  expressly  refutes. 
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2.  MORALITT  AHD  BBLIOIOH  AS  ▲  FBODVCT  OT  THB  8TAXK. 

Religion  and  morality,  properly  so  called,  are, 
according  to  Hobbes,  only  possible  through  the 
state,  for  it  is  by  the  state  that  they  are  first 
made.  By  religion  Hobbes  understands  the  general 
belief  in  a  Deity,  and  a  public  worship  of  Him ; 
by  morality,  the  public  system  of  ethics.  It  is 
only  through  the  character  of  a  community  that 
faith  becomes  a  religion,  and  the  moral  sense 
morality.*  Hence  it  follows,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
that  without  human  community  there  is  neither 
religion  as  a  common  worship  of  Grod,  nor  morality 
as  a  common  duty. 

But  the  natural  condition  of  man  excludes  all 
community.  In  this,  men  are  merely  natural 
forces,  every  one  of  which  seeks  to  maintain  and 
augment  itself  at  the  expense  of  all  the  others. 
Here,  as  so  many  unrestrained  atoms,  the  rude 
impulses  and  desires,  the  selfish  passions  and 
emotions,  predominate,  and  necessarily  change  the 
natural  condition  of  man  into  a  war  of  all  with 
all.  The  selfishness  of  the  individual  alone 
decides  the  value  of  things,  and  determines  the 

*  ^^»  ^^  "*®  ^^  ^®  ^^^^  **  Sittenlchrc,-  in  addition  to 
*•  Moral,"  an  appearance  of  tautology,  onaToidable  in  EngUsh, 
i«  avoided  in  Gcarman. J.  O. 
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category  to  which  they  belong.  The  object  of  a 
selfish  desire  is  termed  good;  that  of  a  selfish 
avendon  is  termed  bad.  I  seek  what  is  useful, 
I  avoid  what  is  hurtful,  to — myselE  Thus  private 
interest  is  the  sole  arbiter  as  to  what  is  good  and 
what  is  bad ;  these  definitions  are  merely  relative, 
according  to  the  standard  of  individuals,  and  are 
as  various  as  individuals  themselves.  **  Nothing," 
says  Hobbes,  *'  is  in  itself  good  or  bad,  beautiful  or 
ugly."  There  is,  therefore,  no  natural  morality ; 
or,  what  is  the  same  thing,  the  natural  element 
of  all  so-called  morality  is  human  egoism.  This 
is  the  concise  proposition  which,  as  the  funda« 
mental  theme  of  their  ethics,  is  carried  out  by 
the  materialistio  moralists  of  the  Anglo-Grallio 
''enlightenment,"  such  as  Mandeville  and  Hel- 
vetius.     They  take  root  in  Hobbes. 

The  natural  man  is  the  selfish  man.  He  only 
seeks  to  maintain  himself  and  his  own  power, 
and,  consequently,  to  increase  the  latter.  He 
loves  whatever  promotes  this  power,  hates  what- 
ever limits  and  imperils  it.  What  he  hates  he 
attacks  and  persecutes ;  what  he  cannot  attack  he 
fears.  Fear  is  impotent  hatred;  it  is  flight  in 
the  place  of  combat;  it  is  a  consequence  of  the 
inability  to  carry  on  and  endure  the  fight.  Hence 
the  natural  man  hates  and  attacks  the  assailable 
powers  that  threaten  his  own ;  he  fears  and  flies 
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those  which  are  unapproachable,  —  the  saperior 
forces  of  nature*  Here,  with  the  ability  of  com- 
petition, the  fight  ends  likewise ;  mighty  nature 
with  her  terrors  disarms  man,  and  he  stands  timid 
and  impotent  before  her.  He  does  not  know  how 
to  attack  her.  Why?  Because  he  is  unac- 
quainted with  the  causes  of  her  terrible  pheno- 
mena. If  he  knew  them,  he  would  seek  to  devise 
means  by  which  he  might  conquer  the  dangerous 
powers,  and  invention  would  take  the  place  of 
fear.  But,  as  he  is  not  acquainted  with  their 
causes,  a  fear  of  mysterious,  unapproachable,  de- 
moniac powers  results  from  his  ignorance;  and 
this  fear  produces  religion.  Beligion  is  a  child 
of  fear,  which,  in  its  turn,  is  a  child  of  ignorance* 
This  proposition  shows  the  opinion  of  religion 
held  by  the  philosophy  of  experience,  when  this 
is  consistent  with  its  own  premisses ;  it  is  that 
favourite  theme  of  the  Voltairian  enlighteimient 
that  is  repeated  with  such  especial  satisfaction  by 
the  materialists  of  the  Anglo-Crallican  school  The 
explanation  of  religion  was  thus  made  to  coincide 
so  completely  with  the  negation  of  religion,  that 
nothing  was  left  for  the  "  cultivated  world  **  but 
to  scoff  at  religion  altogether.  As  with  Epicurus 
the  Gods  reside  in  the  interstices  of  the  world,  so 
with  Hobbes  does  religion  exist  in  the  interstices 
of  physical  science.    Bacon  had  utterly  excluded 
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religion  from  the  natural  knowledge  of  things; 
and  Hobbes  does  the  same.  But  Bacon  based 
religion  upon  the  supernatural  revelation  of  God, 
whereas  Hobbes  bases  it  upon  the  natural  igno- 
rance of  man.  This  religion  based  upon  igno- 
rance and  blind  fear  is  nothing  but  superstition. 
Thus  religion  is  superstitious  even  in  its  natural 
origin;  or,  in  other  words,  there  is  no  such 
thing  as  natural  religion. 

Such,  accordmg  to  Hobbes,  is  the  position  of 
morality  and  religion.  The  principle  of  natural 
morality  is  human  selfishness — the  opposite  of  all 
morality.  The  principle  of  natural  religion  is 
superstitious  fear  —  the  opposite  of  all  religion. 
The  two  propositions  are  closely  and  logically 
connected.  All  who  have  endeavoured  to  deduce 
morality  from  selfishness  have  deduced  religion 
from  fear,  and  vice  verstL 

By  the  conversion  of  the  natural  condition  of 
man  into  the  state,  his  life,  from  being  atomistic, 
becomes  social  and  ^gregarious.  The  state  by 
public  laws  declares  what  is  good  and  bad  for  all. 
It  thus  marks  the  distinction  between  just  and 
unjust  actions,  and  likewise  detennines  what  is 
to  be  believed  by  all,  what  Deity  is  to  be  wor* 
shipped,  and  in  what  form.  Thus  the  political 
sanction,  the  law  of  the  state,  alone  pronounces 
the  final  decision  between  good  and  bad,  between 
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religion  and  superstition;  the  law  of  the  state 
alone  determines  what  is  universally  useful,  and 
should  be  universally  revered^  and  thus  constitutes 
both  morality  and  religion.  A  legal  action  is 
goodj  an  illegal  action  bad ;  the  legal  worship  of 
the  Deity  is  religion,  the  illegal,  superstition.  In 
the  natural  condition  of  man,  according  to  Hobbes, 
everything  is  bad  that  injures  me,  every  faith  is 
superstitious  that  is  not  mine.  In  the  state,  cm 
the  contrary,  the  fear  of  such  invisible  beings  as 
are  publicly  sanctioned  by  the  legislature  is  alone 
religion;  all  else  is  superstition.  Thus  Hobbes 
plainly  defines  superstition  as  *^  the  fear  of  invi- 
sible beings  that  are  not  publicly  recognised." 
The  distinctions  between  legal  and  illegal,  and  all 
that  belongs  to  them — namely,  the  dbtinctions  he* 
tween  good  and  evil,  religion  and  superstition  — 
are  as  absolute  as  the  state  itself.  That  distinc- 
tion between  legality  and  morality,  upon  which 
Kant  rested  the  whole  weight  of  his  ethics,  does 
not  exist  from  the  point*  of  view  taken  by 
Hobbes,  who  recognises  only  one  standard  for  the 
worth  of  actions^ — ^namely,  the  public  law.  **  The 
public  law  is  the  citizen's  only  conscience.*'  There 
is  with  Hobbes  no  "  tribunal,"  either  within  or 
without  the  state,  stronger  than  the  state  itself; 
the  state  is  absolute. 
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3.  THX  STATE  MB  A.  PBODUOT  OV  HITUBS. 

But  how  does  this  atomistio  state  result  from 
the  atomistic  condition  of  nature  ?  The  answer 
isi  by  a  naturally  legal  contract.  Thus  the  first 
question  is  divided  into  two:  How  does  a 
natural  contract,  in  any  form  whatever,  result 
from  the  natural  condition  of  man?  How  does 
the  absolute  state,  however  constituted,  result 
from  the  natural  contract  ? 

The  natural  condition  of  man  is  a  war  of  all 
against  all,  which  necessarily  arises,  because  the 
human  forces,  by  their  very  nature,  are  opposed  in 
hostility  to  each  other.    But  this  very  war,  in  the 
most  formidable  manner,  threatens  every  indi- 
vidual with  the  loss  of  life  and  happiness ;  it  is 
injurious  to  every  one,  and,  consequently,  repug- 
nant to  that  law  of  nature  by  which  every  indi- 
vidual instinctively  seeks  the  enjoyment  of  life, 
and  fears  death.     The  law  of  nature  counsels 
every  one  to  seek  his  own  safety ;  and  this  en- 
joins every  one  to  cease  a  war  by  which,  to  the 
highest  degree,  his  safety  is  imperilled.    It  says, 
**  Do  not  fight  any  longer,  but  let  every  one,  for 
his  own  advantage,  agree  with  all  the  rest**    For 
this  purpose,  all  those  conditions  that  disturb  the 
general  peace  must  be  abandoned.     Those  condi- 
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tions  lie  in  the  natural  right  by  which  every  in- 
dividual is  permitted,  nay,  enjoined,  to  increase 
his  own  power  at  the  expense  of  the  others.  Con- 
sequently all  must  abandon  their  natural  rights, 
or,  what  is  the  same  thing,  transfer  them  to  a 
third  party.  The  *'  renuntiation  "  is,  at  the  same 
time,  a  "  translation*'*  It  takes  place  on  all  sides, 
because  it  is  required  by  everybody;  it  is  re- 
ciprocal, because  every  one  parts  with  bis  own 
right  on  the  sole  condition  that  others  shall  do 
the  like.  This  reciprocal  transfer  of  rights  forms 
the  contract;  and  the  contract  constitutes  the 
essence  of  the  state  in  human  society.  It  is  com- 
manded by  the  natural  law  of  neoesrity,  and  is^ 
therefore,  to  be  implicitly  carried  out.  Its  object 
is  the  coexistence  of  persons  in  peace  and  secu- 
rity. All  the  conditions  required  for  its  existence 
are  natural  laws,  the  sum  total  of  which  consti- 
tutes, according  to  Hobbes,  the  only  real  morality. 
The  right,  once  transferred,  is  irrevocable ;  oon- 
sequendy  the  social  contract  itself  can  neither  be 
rescinded  nor  altered.  This  contract  is  the  foun- 
dation of  the  state,  and  holds  the  position  in 
politics  that  is  held  by  axioms  in  science.  To 
contradict  an  axiom  is  absurd ;  and,  in  like  manner, 
it  is  absurd  and  also  wrong  to  rescind  the  contract 
that  has  once  been  established.  That  it  may  be 
impossible  to  commit  such  a  wrong,  the  contract 
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must  not  merely  consist  of  words,  but  must  be 
armed  with  a  power  that  imperiously  requires  and, 
in  cases  of  necessity,  compels  recognition, —  that 
can  preserve  its  consistency,  and,  in  cases  of  ne- 
cessity, defend  it.  To  the  society  formed  by  virtue 
of  this  contract,  all  the  rights  and  powers  of  in- 
dividuals are  transferred.  Society  wields  absolute 
power,  and  thus  forms  the  state,  which  unites  all 
rights  and  all  power  within  itself.  The  power  of 
the  state  is  sole,  unlimited,  indivisible;  it  can 
neither  be  divided  nor  limited.  In  the  pre- 
sence of  the  state,  all  are  subfeets.  The  state 
alone  rules,  and  is  alone  free.  The  others  obey, 
they  mtisi  do,  what  is  enjoined  by  the  laws. 
"  Their  freedom,**  says  Hobbes,  '*  exists  only  in 
that  which  is  not  prohibited  by  the  laws.**  The 
state  is  absolute. 

Now,  this  all-powerful  state,  this  **  people*  to 
whom  every  individual  is  a  subject — in  what 
form  does  it  exist  ?  who  is  the  state  ?  Accord- 
ingly as  the  power  is  lodged  with  one  person  or 
many,  the  form  of  the  state  may  be  distinguished 
as  monarchical,  aristocratic,  or  democratic;  but 
whatever  be  the  form,  the  power  of  the  state  is, 
in  all  cases,  absolute  and  indivisible.  According 
to  Hobbes,  the  legislative  must  not  be  separated 
from  the  governing  power,  nor  the  judicial  power 
from  the  other  two.    AU  the  powers  are  united 
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in  a  single  hand^  and  are  best  and  most  natn- 
rallj  united  in  a  single  person.      This  absolate 
monarchy,  or  the  absolute  state  in  the  form   of 
monarchy,  is,  according  to  Hobbes,  the  normal 
condition  of  polity.      "  Society,**  **  community," 
"people,"  "state,"  "king,"  are  identical  expres- 
sions.    The  king  is  the  people,  he  is  the  whole ; 
he  concentrates  within  himself  all  the  civil  power; 
it  is  therefore  logically  impossible  for  a  people  to 
rebel  against  the  king,  for  the  king,  in  that  case, 
would  rebel  against  himself.     Hence,  in  this  model 
state,  projected  by  Hobbes,  the  king  might  say, 
with  Louis  XIV.,  "  L'6tat  c'est  moL" 

It  is  a  natural  consequence  of  the  point  of  view 
taken  by  Hobbes  in  this  theory  of  a  state,  that 
he  most  strenuously  opposes  the  political  principles 
of  antiquity,  of  the  middle  ages,  and  of  modern 
times, — the  first,  because  they  are  republican;  the 
second  because  they  are  partly  feudal,  partly 
hierarchic;  the  third,  because  they  are  constitu- 
tionaL  As  opposed  to  antiquity,  Hobbes  is  in 
favour  of  absolute  monarchy ;  as  opposed  to  the 
middle  ages,  he  is  the  decided  adversary  of  feu- 
dality, of  the  rule  of  priests  and  nobles;  as 
opposed  to  modern  times,  he  is  an  absolutist.  As 
Bacon  directs  his  blows  against  the  Aristotelian 
Organon,  so  does  Hobbes  assail  the  Aristotelian 
politics.      Both  lay  to  the  charge  of  Aristotle 
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the  worst  evils  with  which  they  are  acquainted. 
Bacon  makes  him  responsible  for  the  wretched 
condition  of  science,  and  the  word-wisdom  of  the 
English  universities;  Hobbes,  for  the  wretched 
condition  of  the  state,  the  destruction  of  civil 
order  by  the  revolution,  the  English  civil  war, 
and  the  executiop  of  Charles  I.  He  desires  that 
the  republican  writings  of  the  Greeks  and  Romans 
should  not  be  read  in  monarchical  states,  for  they 
breed  a  '' tyrannophobia,  which  is  as  bad  as  hydro- 
phobia." The  advocates  of  the  hierarchy,  espe- 
cially the  Jesuits,  attack  Hobbes  as  an  atheistical 
politician.  Montesquieu  and  Kant  attack  him  as 
an  absolutist.  They  make  civil  liberty  depend  upon 
the  separation  of  the  powers  of  the  state,  whereas 
Hobbes  considers  that  the  state  is  imperilled  by 
every  separation  of  the  kind,  and  will  concede  no 
other  liberty  than  that  which  is  not  prohibited  by 
the  monarch.  Every  doctrine  in  favour  of  the 
limitation  of  the  monarchical  power  is,  in  his 
opinion,  revolutionary.  The  royal  power  should 
not  be  limited  by  anything ;  no  moral  conscience, 
no  religious  freedom,  are  to  prevail  against  it ;  no 
private  rights  are  to  be  considered  inviolable,  so  far 
as  the  monarchy  is  concerned.  The  king,  as  the 
embodied  law,  sanctions  the  public  faith,  and  is  the 
state  and  church  in  one  person.  What  this  church 
prescribes,  must  be  believed  in  blind  obedience 
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without  inyestigation.     If  this  church  is  pleased  f  o 
sanction  the  Bible^  the  Bible  is  to  be  taken  as  the 
rule  of  faith  without  limitation,  or  so  much  as  a 
scruple.     It  depends  on  this  church  alone  what 
scriptures  are  to  be  deemed  holj  or  canonical — in 
this  churchy  which  is  the  state,  that  is  to  say,  the 
king.     Thus  does  Hobbes  understand  a  Christian 
state.     Inhere  is  the  king,  who  gives  the  force  of 
law  to  the  articles  of  the  Christian  faith ;  there  is 
the  people,  that  acknowledges  and  follows  as  its 
religious  code  the  articles  that  the  king  has  sanc- 
tioned.    With  Hobbes,  religious  faith  is  nothing 
more  than  political  obedience,  equally   uncon- 
ditional, cold,  and  external.     To  his  own  infidelity 
he  gives  vent  by  converting  religious  faith  into  a 
state-edict — that  is  to  say,  a  royal  command ;  we 
are  to  believe  not  from  conviction,  but  from  sub- 
ordination.     With  this  subordination   he  is  in 
earnest ;  but  on  the  inner  side  of  fidth,  on  the 
conviction  of  the  believer  himself,  he  lays  no 
stress  at  all.     When  he  talks  of  it,  he  scarcely 
conceals  his  own  coldness  and  indifference.     The 
simile  which  is  used  on  one  occasion  by  Hobbes, 
to  illustrate  obedience  in  fiuth,  is  highly  charac- 
teristic.    He  rejects  all  rational  criticism  of  the 
canonical  writings,  on  the  ground  that  '*  divine 
mysteries  must  not  be  chewed,  but  swallowed 
whole,  like  pills."    Bacon  compares  the  articles 
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of  fiuth  to  the  rules  of  a  game ;  Hobbee  compares 
them  to  pills:  sach  is  the  hoUowness,  and  in 
truth  the  profanity,  of  both  in  their  internal 
relation  to  that  religious  faith  to  which  they 
would  give  external  support*  The  essential  point 
is,  that  both  accept  faith  through  the  medium  of 
worldly  policy. 

Though  he  proceeds  on  similar  hypotheses,  J.  J. 
Rousseau,  in  his  "  Contrat  Social,**  appears  as 
the  yery  antipode  of  Hobbes.  Both  agree  in  the 
theory  of  a  contract,  by  means  of  which  they 
found  the  state,  and  put  an  end  to  the  natural  con- 
dition of  man.  Both  would  deduce  the  **  status 
civilis"  from  the  ''  status  naturalis**  by  means  of  a 
contract,  which  oonverts  (isolated)  individuals  into 
a  society.  Both  take  the  same  atomistic  view  of 
the  natural  condition  of  man*  But  here  Rousseau 
differs  in  a  peculiar  manner  from  Hobbes,  both 
by  his  nearer  apprehension  of  the  natural  con- 
dition  of  man,  and  his  nearer  definition  of  the 
form  of  state  resulting  from  a  contract.  Accord- 
ing to  Rousseau  men  are  not  enemies  by  nature ; 
hence  in  a  natural  condition  there  is  no  war  of  all 
agunst  all,  nor,  as  in  war,  does  the  greatest  right 
connst  of  the  greatest  might  —  in  a  word,  the 
right  of  the  strongest  does  not  preyul.  On  such 
a  right  alone  does  Hobbes  base  the  natural  right 
of  absolute  monarchy,  which  rests  upon  a  contract 
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that  perpetuates  the  right  of  the  strongest    "With 
Hobbes,  the  contract  is  really  on  one  side  only  ; 
with  Rousseau,  it  is  truly  reciprocaL    With  the 
former,  all  part  with  their  rights,  which   they 
consign  to  an  individual,  who  from  that  moment 
is  alone  all-powerfuL     « Men."  says  Roussean, 
«  according  to  the  theory  of  Hobbes,  give  them- 
selves away  for  nothing;  and  they  turn  a  natural 
condition  to  a  state,  as  the  Greek  heroes  took 
refuge  in  the  cave  of  the  Cydops."     This  state 
is,  according  to   Hobbes's  own   expression,  the 
all-absorbing  Leviathan.     Rousseau,  on  the  other 
hand,  would,  by  his  contract,  unite  all  to  equal 
rights  and  equal  duties ;  his  social  contract  forma 
a  state  the  power  of  which  is  lodged  in  the  entire 
people,  which  with  him  consists  not  of  a  single 
individual,  but  of  all.     Hence  his  form  of  govern- 
ment is  democratic     A  state  that  gives  equal 
rights  follows  from  a  contract  that  gives  equal 
rights ;  and  this  results,  according  to  Rousseau, 
from  the  natural  condition  of  man.     With  views 
that  are  similarly  atomistic,  and  necessarily  lead 
to  the  theory  of  a  political  contract,  Rousseau  is, 
in  all  essential  points,  diametrically  opposite  to 
Hobbes:  for  he  takes  an  opposite  view  of  the 
natural  condition  of  man.  of  the  contract  itself, 
and  of  the  principle  of  community.   With  Hobbes, 
the  natural  condition  of  man  is  a  wild  diaos  of 


HOBBES  AND  VOLTAIRE.  433 

contending  forces ;  with  Rousseau  it  is  a  paradise 
of  happy  and  peaceful  creatures ;  with  the  former 
it  is  barbarous,  with  the  latter  it  is  idyllic. 
Rousseau's  state  bears  to  that  of  Hobbes  the 
same  relation  that  material  nature  bears  to  the 
terrible  Leviathan.  We  do  not  stop  to  inquire  how 
far  the  ideas  of  both  are  remote  from  the  truth. 

This  point  of  difference  between  Hobbes  and 
Rousseau  is  important ,  and  opens  a  further  view 
into  the  age  of  Anglo-Gallic  ''  enlightenment." 
By  his  difference  from  Hobbes^  Rousseau  is  op- 
posed to  the  French  philosophes,  who  are  the  intel- 
lectual progeny  of  Hobbes  and  Locke.  Herein 
consists  the  strong  contrast  between  Rousseau, 
on  the  one  side,  and  Voltaire,  Hclvetius,  Con- 
dillac,  Diderot,  and,  above  all,  the  Hdbachians 
(as  Rousseau  loves  to  call  them),  in  whom  ma- 
terialism reaches  its  culminating  point,  on  the 
other.  Here,  in  the  very  midst  of  the  Anglo- 
Gallic  "  enlightenment,"  arises  a  mighty  reaction. 
Consistentiy  with  his  own  notions  of  nature  and 
the  natural  condition  of  man,  Rousseau  finds  in 
nature  the  source  of  morality  and  religion ;  he 
does  not,  like  Hobbes  and  Helvetius,  find  the 
source  of  morality  in  selfishness,  but  in  love ;  he 
does  not,  like  Hobbes  and  Voltaire,  find  the 
source  of  religion  in  blind  fear,  but  in  pious 
admiration.     To  his  eyes  nature  appears,  not  as  a 
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blind  mechanism  of  forces,  bat  as  a  moral)  loving 
being,  which  unites  men  in  brotherhood,  instead  of 
setting  them  against  each  other  as  enemies.  Hia 
view  of  nature  was  intended  to  be  of  a  moral-reli- 
gious character,  and  was  therefore  to  restore  natural 
morality  and  religion  in  oppodUon  to  the  prevail- 
ing "  enligbtenmenL"  Here  Rousseau,  to  a  cerlun 
extent,  unites  himself  mth  the  German  *'  enlight- 
enment," which  tends  towards  Kant;  or,  rather, 
German  "  enlightenment"  unites  itself  with  him. 

Nearest  akin  to  Hobbes  is  Spinoza,  on  whose 
political  theory  the  Gnglieh  philosopher  probably 
exercised  an  inunediate  influence.  The  "  Levia- 
than" of  Hobbea  and  the  Political  Treatise  of 
Spinoza  agree  completely  in  their  fundamental 
principles;  but,  in  results,  Spinoza's  reason  in- 
clines him  to  the  democratic,  his  wishes  to  the 
aristocratic  form  of  government,  whereas  Hobbes, 
both  from  theory  and  inclination,  chooses  absolute 
monarchy.  In  politics  Spinoza  holds  the  middle 
position  between  Hobbes  and  Bousseau;  in  his 
view  of  the  natural  condition  of  man  he  is  en- 
tirely on  the  side  of  Hobbes.  Spinoza  does  not, 
any  more  than  Hobbes,  discover  a  source  of 
religion  and  morality  in  nature;  like  Hobbes, 
he  denies  both  on  natural  grounds,  while,  by 
Rousseau,  both,  on  natural  grounds,  are  affirmed. 
Hon  of  the  nature  of  the  Deity  was 
to  Spinoza's.     The  Deity  was  to 
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be  conceived  utterly  without  human  analogy, 
determined  by  no  limit,  humanised  by  no  paa- 
sion ;  all  anthropomorphism,  in  short,  was  to  be 
avoided.  The  Divine  will  is  power;  and  this 
power  is  unlimited  action*  '^  Of  God  we  can 
only  say,  in  truth,  that  He  u.***  If  we  place 
Bacon  by  the  side  of  Descartes,  we  may  apdy 
compare  Hobbes  with  Spinoza.  Whatever  there 
is  of  Spinozism  in  the  Baconian  philosophy  is 
most  clearly  expressed  by  Hobbes.! 

If  we  consider  Hobbes  in  reference  to  Bacon, 
we  must  say  that  he  has  solved  a  problem,  pro- 
posed by  the  latter  in  his  Organum  as  entirely 
new,  uncommon,  and  necessary:  he  has  laid  a 
physical  foundation  of  morality  and  politics.  And, 
indeed,  Hobbes  solved  the  problem  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  make  morality  and  religion  sub- 
servient to  politics,  and  to  reduce  them  to  the 
laws  of  nature. 

IL  Tbb  Ssnsualisic  of  Locke. 

Bacon  had  insisted  that  the  kws  of  nature 
could  only  be  discovered  by  experience,  and  that 

*  The  woidf  of  Hobbes  are,  **  For  there  if  bat  one  name  to 
signify  oar  conception  of  Hjs  nature,  and  that  is,  I  asl** — 
LevktthoH^  IL  31.  ~  J.  O. 

t  On  the  mbject  of  8pinoia*8  politics,  and  its  relation  to 

Hobbes,  compare  mj  '*Geschichte   der  neaem  Fhilosophie," 

ToL  l— ilailAor's  NoU, 
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experience  could  only  be  attained  by  the  natural 
understanding.      Thus    the    question    remained. 
What  is  the  natural  understanding  ?     Sacon  him- 
self was  chiefly  interested  in  the  question.  How 
does  experience  arrive  at  invention?     This   in- 
quiry stands  in  the  foreground  of  his  philosophy ; 
the  "  Novum  Organum "  is   devoted   to  it.     In 
the  background    arises    the   question.    How    do 
we  arrive  at  experience?   how  does   experience 
result  from  the  human  mind?     Or  what  is  the 
human   mind,   if   its   knowledge,   as   Bacon  has 
explained,  only  consists  in  experience  ?     This  is 
the  problem  solved  by  John  Locke  in  his  "  Essay 
concerning  Human  Understanding."    Locke  takes 
root  in  Bacon ;  but,  as  far  as  I  have  seen,  those 
who  treat  of  Locke  have  not  sufficiently  recc^nised 
his  dependent  position  with  regard  to  Bacon  — 
the  historical  root  of  his  philosophy.    With  respect 
to  Bacon,  he  is,  indeed,  far  less  independent  than 
Hobbes.      Hobbes    has    complied    with    Bacon's 
boldest  requisitions^  and,  among  all  the  philoso- 
phers of  the  Baconian  race,  is  unquestionably  the 
most  original.    Locke  has  merely  carried  out  what 
Bacon  has   ab-eady   expired  and  promulgated 
throughout   his   works.      Hobbes   found   in   the 
Baconian  philosophy  a  mere  cursory  hint  for  the 
establishment  of   his  views,  whereas  Locke  for 
his  views  found  a  frequently  repeated  pattern. 
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1.  THX  MlfD  AS  ▲  TABULA  BASA. 

Bacon  had  often  and  expressly  declared  that 
the  human  understandings  to  think  correctly^  must 
completely  get  rid  of  all  preconceived  notions. 
From  these  he  had  not  made  a  single  exception. 
Thus,  according  to  him,  there  was  not  a  single 
notion  of  which  the  understanding  was  unable  to 
get  ridj  not  one  that  was  firmly  rooted  or  innate 
in  the  mind*     All  notions  must  be  first  acquired 
by  experience ;  therefore  we  have  not,  or  ought 
not  to  have,  a  single  notion  prior  to  experience. 
Thus  the  mind  without  experience  is  destitute  of 
all  notions,  is  perfectly  void,  like  a  tabula  rasa. 
This,  I  think,  follows  by  very  simple  and  evident 
reasoning,  from  the  propositions  of  Bacon ;  and 
the  conclusion  thus  drawn  forms   the   starting- 
point  of  Locke. 

To  the  question,  What  is  the  human  mind 
prior  to  experience?  Locke  replies.  It  is  a 
tabula  rasa;  for  there  are  no  ''innate  ideas.**  Ba- 
con, in  strictness,  must  have  given  the  same 
answer  to  the  same  question ;  or,  rather^  he  ac- 
tually gave  it  It  is  scarcely  necessary  to  deduce 
Locke's  principle  from  Bacon  by  a  course  of  rea- 
soning ;  we  can  find  the  principle,  even  verbally 
expressed,  in  Bacon  himself.  The  understanding 
must  lay  aside  all  preconceived  notions  —  musti 
according  to  the  very  words  of  Bacon,  clear  iti»clf 
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of  all  notions  whateyer5  render  itself  perfectly 
pure  and  emptj^  return  to  its  original^  natnral, 
childlike  state.  Not  only  according  to  the  spirit, 
but  according  to  the  letter,  of  Bacon's  words,  the 
human  understanding  in  its  ori^al  state  is  desti- 
tute of  all  notions  whatever.  He  himself  calls 
the  understanding,  thus  purified,  '^  intellectus 
abrasus;''  he  himself  compares  the  mind  to  a 
thrashing-floor,  which  must  be  cleansed,  levelled, 
and  swept  out.  In  this  labour  consists  the  nega- 
tive task  of  his  philosophy ;  the  first  book  of  his 
*'  Novum  Organum "  is  expressly  occupied  with 
the  restoration  of  this  ^'  expurgata,  abrasa,  soquata 
mentis  arena."  What  Bacon  calls  the  empty 
floor,  is  the  empty  tablet  of  Locke ;  the  thought 
is  the  same,  and  the  words  are  essentially  the 
same  likewise.  Bacon  says  that  the  human  mind 
should  be  made  like  an  empty  tablet.  Locke 
says  that  it  is  this  by  nature.  In  fact,  it  must  be, 
if  Bacon  does  not  require  an  impossibility.  What 
Bacon  insists  upon,  as  the  condition  precedent  of 
his  philosophy,  is  made  by  Locke  the  principle  of 
his, — ^namely,  the  non-existence  of  "  innate  ideas.** 
Experience  is  acquired  knowledge ;  *4nnate  ideas'* 
are  not  acquired,  but  original,  naturally  inherent 
knowledge.  The  philosophy  of  experience  must, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  deny  "  innate  ideas.**  The 
denial  is  expressed  by  Bacon,  and  repeated  by 
Locke  with  a  great  number  of  aiguments. 
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Hence  the  reason  is  apparent  why  Locke  is 
commonlj*  regarded  as  the  adversary  par  excel- 
lence of  "  innate  ideas.'^  It  does  not  merely  con- 
sist in  the  fact  that  Bacon  is  less  generally  known. 
The  most  important  contest  that  has  heen  carried 
on  respecting  "innate  ideas,"  is  associated  with 
the  name  of  Locke.  '^  Innate  ideas  "  are  affirmed 
by  Descartes  and  Leibnitz,  denied  by  Bacon  and 
Locke.  Locke  opposed  Descartes,  Leibnitz  op- 
posed Locke,  each  party  defending  a  theory  that 
it  had  not  founded,  but  adopted  —  Leibnitz  the 
Cartesian,  Locke  the  Baconian.  They  are,  there- 
fore, to  be  regarded  as  the  champions  that  come 
forward  for  and  against  the  doctrine  of  "  innate 
ideas,"  though,  in  other  respects,  the  relation  of 
Leibnitz  to  Descartes  is  altogether  different  from 
that  of  Locke  to  Bacon.  Against  Bayle,  Leib- 
nitz wrote  the  most  popular  and  exoteric  of  his 
works,  the  '*  Th^odic^e ;"  against  Locke,  the  most 
profound  and  esoteric,  the  '^  Nouveaux  Essais  sur 
TEntendement  Humain." 

Locke,  in  attacking  Descartes,  opposes  all  "  in- 
nate ideas,"  both  theoretical  and  practical.  In 
the  human  mind  there  are  no  innate  laws,  either 
of  the  thought  or  of  the  will,  neither  axioms 
nor  maxims ;  therefore  there  is  no  natural  know- 
ledge, no  natural  morality,  no  natural  religion. 
Locke,  conformably  with  the  Baconian  method, 
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confutes  in  eveiy  case  by  means  of  '^  negative 
instances."  He  says  that,  if  there  are  innate 
ideas,  all  men  must  haye  them,  whereas  expe- 
rience shows  that  most  men  know  nothipg  of  the 
axioms  of  contradiction  and  identity — indeed, 
never  acquire  a  knowledge  of  them  in  the  whole 
course  of  their  lives.  Consequently  there  are  no 
innate  ideas,  and  the  human  mind  is,  by  nature^ 
in  every  respect  empty. 

2.   THE   OSIGIX  OF  KNOWLEDGE. 

Hence  it  follows  that  all  the  cultivation  and 
repletion  of  the  mind  —  as  there  is  none  by  nature 
— is   produced    gradually.      But   from    original 
emptiness  nothing  can  proceed.     Hence  human 
culture  arises  solely  from  a  continued  intercourse 
with  the  world,  under  external  influences ;  it  is  a 
product  of  experience  and  education  ;  it  is  ac- 
quired*, as  it  is  not  original,  the  result  of  con- 
ditions external  to  ourselves.     The  mode  in  which 
human    knowledge   arises   is,   with   Locke,    not 
a  "generatio  ab  ovo,''  as  with  Leibnitz,  but  a 
"generatio   aequivoca.*'      As,   according   to   this 
physiological  theory,  the  conditions  from  which 
an  animate    being   results    are  not    themselves 
animate,    so,   with  Locke,  the  conditions  from 

•  « Ist  eine  Gewordene  " ^/«.  -^    i 
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which  knowledge  results  are  not  themselves 
knowledge.  There  is  no  natural  knowledge^  in 
the  sense  of  something  originally  given^  but  only 
a  natural  history  of  human  knowledge,  as  some- 
thing gradually  produced.  To  pursue  this  is  the 
peculiar  office  of  Locke's  philosophy,  which  de- 
scribes the  natural  hbtory  of  the  human  under- 
standing, after  it  has  shown  that  the  natural 
understanding  without  history — that  is  to  say, 
without  intercourse  with  the  world,  without  ex- 
perience and  education — is  altogether  empty,  a 
tabula  rasa.  In  this  character,  Locke  shows  us 
unquestionably  his  descent  from  Bacon,  his  affinity 
and  analogy  with  Hobbes. 

Hobbes  teaches  the  natuxtd  origin  of  the  state, 
Locke  that  of  knowledge,  both  as  a  generatio 
aguivoca.  The  former  deduces  the  state  from 
conditions  that  are  not  a  state,  nor  even  analogous 
to  a  state,  but  rather  the  very  opposite ;  the  latter 
deduces  knowledge  from  conditions  that  are  not 
knowledge,  or  even  pneformations  of  knowledge, 
but  bear  the  same  relation  to  it  that  emptiness 
bears  to  repletion.  Hobbes  takes  the  natural 
condition  of  mankind  as  his  starting-point ;  Locke, 
the  natural  condition  of  the  human  mind.  This 
'^status  naturalis" — compared,  in  the  one  case, 
with  the  state,  in  the  other  with  knowledge — is 
with  both  a  tabula  rauu 
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3»  KHOWUBDOB    AS    A    FBODUCT    OF    FXSCBPTIOV. 
SBKBATIOH  AHD  BKriMCnOML 

The  elements  of  all  oar  knowledge  are  repre* 
eentatioDs^or  **  ideas.'*  There  are  no  innate  ideaa ; 
therefore  all  ideas  are  re^dved  from  without,  or 
/Terceived.  We  perceive  that  which  takes  place 
either  within  ourselves  or  eztemallj  to  ourselves ; 
hence  perception  is  external  or  internal,  or  both 
together;  the  former  is  termed  bj  LfOcke  sensa- 
tion, the  latter  reflection*  These  are  the  natural 
sources  of  all  our  notions,  the  canals  of  the  per- 
ceptions, bj  means  of  which  representations  are 
brought  to  the  mind.  Thus  the  blank  tablet  of 
the  understanding  is  written  upon. 

When  our  notions  are  derived*  through 
perception,  thej  are  simple ;  when  they  are  de* 
rived  from  simple  notions,  they  are  complex. 
Hence  in  the  whole  sphere  of  the  human  mind 
there  is  not  a  ringle  notion,  the  elements  of 
which  are  not  perceptions.  ''  The  soul,**  saya 
Locke,  **  is  like  a  dark  vault  that  receives  beams 
of  light  through  a  few  chinks,  and  is  able  to  re- 
tain them."  Our  knowledge  arises  from  complex 
notions,  tliese  from  simple  notions,  and  these, 
again,  from  perception.  The  ample  notions,  as 
they  are  derived  from  sensation,  reflection,  or  both 

*  Z  e,  immedJAtelj'. — J.  O. 
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together,  may  be  divided  accordingly.  They  may 
also  be  divided  accordingly  as  they  arise  from 
one  sense  alone,  or  several  senses  together.  The 
impenetrability  of  bodies  is,  for  instance,  per- 
ceptible by  the  touch  alone;  it  is,  therefore,  a 
simple  "  idea  of  sensation  "  arising  from  one  sense 
alone.  The  motion  of  bodies  is  a  change  of  place ; 
extension  is  a  definite  occupation  of  space.  Bodies 
must  be  felt;  their  figure  and  change  of  place 
must  be  seen.  Hence  motion,  extension,  space 
are  simple  **  ideas  of  sensation  "  which  result  from 
more  than  one  sense  —  from  sight  and  touch. 
Thinking  and  willing  are  internal  motions  of 
the  sold.  Hence  they  are  ever  perceptible  by 
reflection,  and  are,  consequently,  ^'simple  ideas 
of  reflection."  Joy  and  pain  are  excitements  of 
the  soul,  occasioned  by  an  external  impression. 
Hence  they  are  perceived  by  reflection  and  sensa- 
tion tc^ether,  and  are  **  simple  ideas  "  arising  from 
both. 

We  never  perceive  the  intrinsic  nature  of 
things,  but  only  their  outward  manifestation  and 
qualities.  As  all  knowledge  is  a  product  of  the 
perception,  Locke  is  forced  to  declare  that  we  can 
only  know  the  qualities,  never  the  intrinsic  nature 
of  things.  Thus  the  philosophy  of  experience, 
having  reasoned  itself  into  sensualism,  decries 
metaphysics,  and  in  its  own  nuinner  anticipates  the 
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negative  result  of  the  Critical  Philosophy.*  Here 
is  the  point  of  agreement  between  Locke  and  Slant, 
the  point  of  difference  between  Locke  and,  Bacon, 
who  had  allowed  the  existence  of  metaphysics. 
Metaphysics  profess  to  be  the  knowledge  of  the 
substance  of  things.  Substance  is  the  fundamental 
idea  of  metaphysics.  What  is  substance  ?  Not  an 
innate  or  original  idea,  for,  according  to  Locke, 
there  are  none;  neither  is  it  a  simple  idea,  for 
substance,  as  a  thing-in-itself  (Z)t}t^-an-AcA)  is  not 
perceived ;  hence  this  idea  is  composed  of  simple 
ideas,  is  a  creature  of  our  understanding,  a  merely 
nominal,  not  a  real  being.  The  objective  some- 
thing indicated  by  the  word  "  substance  *'  remains 
dark ;  it  is  the  unknown  and  unknowable  essence 
of  things.  We  know  not  the  substance  of  spirit 
—  of  the  body  —  of  Deity ;  or,  to  express  these 
results  of  Locke  in  the  language  of  Kant,  there  is 
no  rational  Psychology,  Cosmology,  or  Theology. 
However,  Locke  was  neither  critical  enough, 
nor  strict  enough,  to  refndn  from  every  more 
definite  expression  respecting  the  concealed  sub- 
stance of  things.  In  psychology  he  is  almost  a 
materialist,  in  theology  a  Deist.  In  the  former 
he  plants  the  germ  of  that  materialistic  doctrine 
of  the  soul,  that  is  afterwards  adopted  by  the 

*  ThiB  phrase,  when  used  bj  German  philosophical  writers, 
always  denotes  the  philosophy  of  Kant 
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French  philosophj;   in  the  latter  he  continues 
the  Deism  of  Bacon,  and  commences  the  series  of 
English  Deists.   Locke  was  consistent  in  doubting 
the  immateriality  of  the  soul,  and  in  declaring, 
with  a  significant  **  perhaps/'  that  it  is  material. 
For  he  conceived  the  human  mind  as  a  blank 
tablet,  which  was  written  on  from  without,  and 
thereforci  in    truth,    an    impressionable    thing, 
which  puts  on  a  corporeal  nature.     Hence  arose 
his  controversy   with   Bishop   Stillingfleet,  who 
regarded  Locke's  doctrine  of  the  soul  as  a  gross 
heresy.     Hence  he  was  declared  to  be  a  decided 
materialist  by  opposite  parties  —  by  Stillingfleet 
and  Voltaire.     This  psychological  hypothesis  of 
Locke  was  in  evident  contradiction  to  his  deistical 
principles.   In  theology  Locke  took  for  his  founda- 
tion the  very  point  which  he  had  doubted  in  his 
psychology,  basing  his  proof  of  the  existence  of 
the    Deity,  upon    the    thinking  —  that    is,   the 
spiritual  nature  of  the  human  souL     The  proof, 
concisely  expressed,  is  as  follows :  —  There  are 
spirits ;  therefore  (as  their  cause)  there  must  be 
an  eternal  spirit,  since  the  spiritual  cannot  proceed 
from  the  spiritless,  the  thinking  from  the  non- 
thinking.     Either  —  thus  reasoned  Locke  with 
great  acuteness,^  either  there  is  no  thinking  being 
at  all,  or  a  thinking  being  existed  from  all  eternity. 
By  thus  reasoning  he  founded  a  rational  theology 
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which  might  be  transcended,  but  was  not  to  be 
contradicted  by  positiye  revelation.  He  denied 
that  that  which  was  repugnant  to  reason  was 
worthy  of  belief,  that  revelation  was  to  be  ac- 
cepted agtdnst  the  evidence  of  reason.  Thus  he 
rejected  the  proposition  of  Tertullian  that  Bacon 
had  confirmed. 

Locke  was,  however,  compelled  in  strictness 
to  adhere  to  his  assertion,  that  there  is  no 
knowledge  of  the  intrinsic  nature  of  things, 
and  that  all  metaphysics  professing  anything  of 
the  kind  amount  to  mere  word-wisdom.  The 
only  knowledge  is  of  the  qualities  of  things, 
whether  of  ourselves  or  of  external  bodies.  Is 
this  knowledge  objective  or  not  ?  In  other  words, 
among  the  qualities  capable  of  being  known, 
are  there  any  that  belong  to  the  things,  apart 
from  our  perception  of  them  ?  Objective  qualities 
belong  to  things  in  themselves  {Dinge  an  sich) ; 
other  qualities  belong  only  to  things  perceived, 
and  are  consequentiy  relative;  that  is  to  say, 
they  are  qualities  of  things  in  relation  to  our- 
selves. Locke  calls  the  former  "primary,"  the 
latter  "  secondary."  Hence  the  question  is,  are 
there  are  any  primary  qualities  ? 

It  is  certain  that  within  ourselves  there  are 
mental  representations  and  emotions  of  the  will, 
without  any  perception  of  them  on  our  part. 
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Thinking  and  willing  are  therefore  primary  quali- 
tiee  of  the  human  souL  It  is  likewise  certain  that 
bodies  derive  some  of  their  qualities  only  through 
our  perception  of  them.  In  themselves  they  are 
neither  sour  nor  sweetj  but  first  become  so  when 
we  taste  them ;  in  themselves  they  are  neither  fra- 
grant nor  the  reverse^  but  first  become  so  through 
our  sense  of  smell.  These  qualities  are^  as  well  as 
sounds  and  colours,  secondary.  But  that  which 
we  feel  corporeally  does  not  exist  in  our  sense  of 
touch  alone,  that  which  we  feel  and  see  does  not 
exist  solely  in  our  perception ;  there  are  objective 
perceptions  to  which  real  qualities  of  external 
bodies  correspond,  and  such  are  impenetrability  (or 
solidity)  and  extension,  figure  and  mobility.  All 
secondary  qualities,  according  to  Locke,  must  be 
deduced  from  these  primary  qualities, — that  is  to 
say,  from  the  form,  number,  and  motion  of  minute 
particles.  Locke,  therefore,  desired  that  all  the 
qualities  of  bodies  should  be  mathematically  and 
mechanically  explained ;  and  such  an  explanation 
was  given  by  Newton.  Here  Locke's  atomistic 
view  is  most  plainly  revealed ;  and  from  this  may 
his  theory  of  primary  qualities  be  explained.  He 
would  not  allow  that  there  were  any  qualities  in 
bodies  but  those  that  belong  to  atoms,  —  viz. 
solidity,  extension,  and  mobility ;  and  he  there- 
fore could  not  concede  to  physics  any  but  a 
mathematical  and  mechanical  explanation*     To 
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expl^dn  a  thing  is  to  trace  it  to  its  causes,  or  to 
discover  the  natural  causal  connection  of  phe- 
nomena. Substance  is,  with  Locke,  a  general 
idea,  a  mere  nominal  being  —  a  word ;  causality, 
on  the  other  hand,  is  a  real  relation. 

If  we  compare  Locke  with  Bacon,  we  find  that 
he  has  given  a  psychological  explanation  of  expe- 
rience ;  and  that  he  has  explained  it,  in  conformity 
with  Baconian  principles,  from  sensuous  percep- 
tion.    He  has  defended  the  Baconian  against  the 
Cartesian  principles,  and  expressed  the  philosophy 
of  experience  in  the  more  definite  and  narrower 
form  of  sensualism.     The  empirical  is  with  Locke 
identical  with  the  sensuous ;  and  this  is  the  limit- 
ing criterion  of  human  knowledge.     The  under- 
standing never  comprehends  the  sensible.     That 
which  cannot  be  known  by  the  senses,  cannot  be 
known  at  all.     Sensuous  perception  is  the  root, 
and  sensible  things  are  the  sole  objects  of  human 
knowledge.     Of  things  themselves  only  the  quali- 
ties— not  the  substance — can  be  known;  and  of 
these  qualities,  only  some  are  objective  and  be- 
long to  the  intrinsic  nature   of  things.     Thus, 
after  Locke  has  explained  and  limited  experience 
from  a  sensualistic  point  of  view,  human  know- 
ledge is  reduced  to  a  very  small  residue  of  ob- 
jective elements.  Nothing  objective  can  be  known, 
but  the  primary  qualities  of  bodies,  and  the  causal 
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connection  of  phenomena.  All  else  is  either  not 
to  be  known  at  all — as  the  intrinsic  nature  of 
things, — or  is  mere  sensuous  perception — as  the 
secondary  qualities  of  bodies.  This  is  the  exact 
sum  total  of  Locke's  philosophy.  The  question 
now  remains,  whether  a  strictly  sensualistic  point 
of  view  can  permanently  secure  the  last  residue 
of  human  knowledge,  or  whether,  on  a  closer  ex- 
amination, both  the  constituents,  one  after  another, 
must  be  abandoned.  First  comes  the  inquiry, 
whether  the  primary  qualities  of  bodies  are  really 
objective,  independently  of  our  perception  ?  If 
they  are  not,  there  are  but  secondary  qualities,-* 
that  is  to  say,  sensuous  perceptions.  Thus  we 
know  nothing  of  external  things,  but  only  our 
own  impressions;  and  all  human  knowledge  is 
thoroughly  subjective,  or  nothing  but  empirical 
self-knowledge.  Next  comes  the  inquiry,  whe- 
ther causality  is  a  real  relation  apart  from  our 
perception,  and  independent  of  it.  If  it  is  not,  the 
last  necessary  and  objective  connection  that  com- 
bines the  representations  of  the  human  mind  into 
knowledge  is  destroyed;  and  with  this  copula  the 
last  support  of  our  knowledge  falls  away,  ex- 
perience becomes  causal  perception,  and  con- 
sequently the  philosophy  of  experience  becomes 
scepticism.  At  these  results  the  English  philo- 
sophy arrives,  by  pursuing  the  sensualistic  point 
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of  view  with  logical  consistency.     The  first  step 
is  taken  by  the  Irishman  George  Berkeley ;  the 
second  and  last^  by  the  Scotsman  Dayid  Hume. 
Berkeley  transforms  knowledge  as  acquired  by 
experience  into  empirical  self-knowledge ;  Hume 
into  a  mere  faith  in  experience.      While  Hobbes 
takes  the  middle  position^  and  forms  the  tranution 
between  Bacon  and  Locke,  Berkeley  is  similarly 
placed  between  Locke  and  Hume.    Thus  the  three 
nations  united  under  the  British  Empire,  all  take 
part  in  the  history  of  empirical  philosophy.    Each, 
by  means  of  its  representative,  marks  a  crims  in 
the  history  of   empirism,  which  is  founded   in 
England,  and  when  developed  progresses  to  scep- 
ticism,  which  is  prepared  in  Lreland,  and  per- 
fected in  Scotland.    We  have  shown  that  Hobbes 
and  Locke  were  consistent  Baconians;   it  will 
now  be  seen  that  Berkeley  neither  is  nor  de- 
sires to  be  anything  but  a  consistent  Locke, 
and  that  Hume  neither  is  nor  desires  to  be  any- 
thing but  a  consistent  Berkeley.      The  three 
English  philosophers  are  contemporaries  of  the 
great  epochs  in  the  national  history  of  modem 
England.      Bacon,     the    founder  of   empirism, 
and  the  immediate  follower  of  the  Reformation, 
began  his  career  with  the  establishment  of  the 
House  of  Stuart,  and  the  foundation  of  the  United 
Kingdom  under  James  L     Hobbes  sees  the  de- 
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thronement  of  the  Stuarts,  the  republic  under 
Cromwell,  and  the  restoration  of  monarchy  in  the 
person  of  Charles  11.  * ;  Locke's  epoch  is  marked 
bj  the  second  dethronement  of  the  Stuarts,  and 
the  establishment  of  the  House  of  Orange;  his 
work  on  the  Human  Understanding  belongs 
exactly  to  the  period  of  the  English  revolution, 
and  precedes  the  French  revolution  by  exactly  a 
century. 

lU.  The  Fbench  ''Enlightenment." 

As  Hobbes  and  Locke  have  their  root  in  Bacon, 
so  the  French  philosophy  of  the  18  th  century 
has  its  root  in  Locke,  being  related  to  the  Eng- 
lish philosophy  as  a  colony  to  the  mother  country. 
It  is  not  our  purpose  here  to  examine  this  colony 
more  closely,  or  to  follow  out  in  detail  the  views 
of  the  French  ''enlightenment"  Locke's  pro- 
pagandist was  Voltaire,  who  transplanted  the 
Baconian  mode  of  thought  to  France,  and  set  it 
in  the  place  of  the  Cartesian,  which  had  already 
been  exploded  by  Pierre  Bayle.  Voltaire,  one 
of  the  most  fortunate  and  influential  writers  that 
the  world  ever  saw,  was  at  the  same  time  one  of 
the  narrowest  disciples  of  Locke's  philosophy, 

•  Hif  **  liOTiaUua"  is  the  expre«ion  of  Engliah  absolatism.*- 
AuiMor**  Note. 
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which  in  iteelf  opened  no  veiy  broad  prospect. 
Never  was  such  wealth  of  esprit  combined  with 
such  poverty  of  thought.  Never  did  the  so-called 
'^  enlightenment''  extend  its  conquests  so  rapidly, 
BO  widely,  and  so  playfully.  '^The  world  was 
astonished,"  says  a  serious  student  of  history*, 
**to  find  how  wise  it  had  grown  within  thirty 
years  by  means  of  this  man."  Voltaire  saw  and 
judged  everything  through  the  medium  of  Liocke, 
to  such  an  extent  that  he  even  infected  his 
dramatic  personages  with  the  English  philoso- 
phy, and  made  the  heroine  of  his  ^^  Christian 
tragedy,"  Zaire,  talk  as  if  she  had  studied  the 
Essay  on  the  Human  Understanding.  She  speaks 
of  the  blank  tablets  of  the  mind,  that  are  written 
upon  by  the  influences  of  the  world  and  educa- 
tion. All  the  contradictions  of  his  philosophical 
master  were  adopted  by  this  most  docile  of  pupils, 
who,  by  his  own  talent,  was  able  to  make  them 
easy  and  agreeable.  He  converted  English  phi- 
losophy into  a  French  fashion,  depriving  it  of  all 
that  was  too  solid  or  too  diflicult  for  such  a  posi- 
tion. Voltaire  was  also,  like  Locke,  though  in  a 
less  serious  and  inquiring  manner,  a  Deist,  whose 
views  were  in  truth  materialistic  and  sceptical. 
His  Deism  afforded  him  an  opportunity  for  elo- 

*  Spitder,  in  his  '<  GeBchichte  der  ChrisUichen  Kitche,"  vol  ii 
p.  481. 


THE   FRENCH   ENCTCLOPiEDISTS.  453 

quent  effusions;  his  materialising  on  the  other 
hand^  allowed  him  to  show  the  bon  sens  in  con- 
junction with  the  esprit  fori;  and  the  common- 
places of  scepticism^  in  the  mouth  of  a  Voltaire, 
sounded  like  critical  acuteness.  It  was  Condillac, 
however,  who  systematically  carried  out  the  prin- 
ciples of  Locke,  and  in  his  analysis  of  human 
knowledge*  brought  sensualism  to  perfection, 
deducing  all  human  knowledge  from  sensation 
alone,  and  leaving  only  one  result  possible, — ^ma- 
terialism in  its  most  naked  form.  Condillac  was 
followed  by  the  Encyclopaedists;  and  his  mate- 
rialism was  further  elaborated  by  the  Holba- 
chians,  represented  by  Lamettrie  and  the  *^  Sys- 
tdme  de  la  Nature."  The  tendency  of  the 
Baconian  philosophy  from  the  time  of  Locke  is 
in  England  towards  scepticism,  which  is  finally 
attained  in  Hume;  in  France  towards  mate- 
rialism— the  light  weight  of  which  is  suited  to  the 
capacity  of  light  talents,  whose  extreme  rear- 
guard has  come  down  to  our  own  days,  to  end,  it 
would  seem,  in  Germany.  The  less  the  power  of 
thought  required  by  a  philosophical  theory,  the 
further  will  it  naturally  extend. 

*  As  contained  in  the  **  EssaiB  ma  rOrigine  dei  Connftissances 
HamaineC  1746,  and  the  **  Traite  des  SenBations,"  17M. 
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lY.  The  so-called  Idealism  of  Bebkblet. 

The  appearance  of  Berkeley  among  the  ^English 
philosophers  is  seldom  understood*     Most  are  so 
surprised  to  find  in  the  midst  of  decided  material- 
ists a  philosopher  who  looks  like  an  ultra-idealistj 
that  they  are  tempted  to  award  the  latter  a  to- 
tally different  position  than  historically  belongs 
to  him.     An  error  of  this  sort  is  committed  by  an 
eminent  historian  of  modem  philosophy*,  who 
transfers  Berkeley  from  the  ranks  of  the  English 
to  the  ranks  of  the  German  philosophers,   and 
places  him  with  Leibnitz,  as  if  he  were  the  perfec- 
tion of  the  latter.     Berkeley  is  not  the  consistent 
Leibnitz,  but  the  consistent  Locke.     With  Leib- 
nitz he  has  no  historical  point  of  contact ;  he  rests 
upon  Locke,  as  Hume  rests  upon  him.     Berkeley 
takes  an  historical  and  philosophical  position  be- 
tween Locke  and  Hume,  as  the  link  in  the  series 
that  marks  a  transition.    It  has  been  said  that  both 
Berkeley  and  Leibnitz  attack  Locke;  and,  from  the 
opposition  thus  common  to  both,  an  endeavour  has 
been  made  to  put  them  on  the  same  logical  level; 
but  we  cannot  deduce  the  equality  of  two  magni- 
tudes from  the  fact  that  they  are  both  unequal  to 
a  third.     Are  not  Locke  and  Leibnitz  both  ad- 

*  Erdmann,  iu  his"Gc6chichte  dcr  neuern  Philosophie,"  ii.2. 
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versaries  of  Descartes^  and  at  the  same  time  op- 
posed to  each  other  on  the  very  point  which  they 
attack  in  Descartes^  namely,  the  doctrine  of  the 
mind?  Leibnitz  is  just  as  far  removed  from 
Berkeley  as  from  Locke.  He  opposes  the  prin- 
ciples of  Locke  that  are  shared  by  Berkeley,  who 
only  disagrees  with  Locke  as  to .  consequences. 
It  seems  that  this  error  has  been  occasioned  by  a 
word.  The  name  'idealism,''  which  has  been 
given  to  Berkeley's  philosophy,  has  misled  many 
to  assign  this  philosopher  to  a  family  very  dif- 
ferent from  that  to  which  he  belongs.  Some 
would  make  him  akin  to  Kant*,  others  to  Leib- 
nitz. Both  are  wrong.  If  by  "idealism"  we 
understand  a  tendency  opposed  to  the  sensual- 
istic,  no  expression  is  less  suited  to  the  philo- 
sophy of  Berkeley ;  compared  with  that  of  Locke, 
it  is  not  less,  but  more,  sensualistic  Locke  was 
not  enough  a  sensualist  in  the  eyes  of  Berkeley. 
He  was  so  in  his  principles,  but  not  in  his  conse- 
quences; and  this  is  the  contradiction  that  Berke- 
ley points  out  and  solves.  Locke  had  laid  down 
the  principlcj  that  all  knowledge  must  consist  in 
sensuous  perception ;  and  yet  he  spoke  of  things 
that  could  never  be  perceived,  such  as  material 
substances  or  bodies  in  general,  as  objects  of 

♦  Ganre,  in  hia  critical  review  of  the  "Kritik  dcr  rdQcn  Ver- 
nnnft,"  published  in  the  Gottingen  '*  Gelehrte  Anzeiger,"  1782. 
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knowledge.  He  had  laid  down  the  nominalistic 
principle,  that  generalities  are  words  and  not 
things ;  and  yet  he  allowed  in  bodies  certain  pri- 
mary qualities,  such  as  extension,  mobility,  so- 
lidity. Is  not  material  substance  or  body  an 
abstract  **  idea,"  an  empty  generality  ?  Are  not 
extension,  mobility,  solidity,  general  abstract 
**  ideas,"  which,  consistently  with  his  own  prin- 
ciples, Locke  should  have  declared  to  be  mere 
words,  not  things  —  not  objective  qualities  —  not 
real  perceptible  existences  ?  But  he  said  the  very 
opposite.  He  was,  tried  by  his  own  standard,  too 
little  of  a  sensualist,  too  little  of  a  nominalist.  He 
still  held  that  some  insensible  things  were  per- 
ceptible, that  some  generalities  were  real. 

1.  xanvos  ab  pbboeptiors. 

To  this  point  Berkeley  directs  all  his  acuteness, 
— an  attention  thoroughly  schooled  by  nominalism. 
There  are  no  general  things  or  bodies,  but  only 
individual  things,  perceptible  by  the  senses.  There 
are  no  more  any  general  bodies  than  there  are 
general  triangles ;  the  existing  triangle  is  always 
definite,  either  rectangular,  acute,  or  obtuse. 
Neither  is  there  any  general  extension,  motion,  or 
solidity,  but  every  conceivable  extension  is  deter- 
mined as  large  or  small,  every  motion  as  swift  or 
slow,  all  impenetrability  in  body,  as  hard  or  soft* 
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But  all  quantitative  differences,  whether  of  ex- 
tension or  motion,  are  manifestly  relative.  If  I 
change  mj  point  of  Tiew,  or  sharpen  mj  sight 
with  an  instrument,  things  will  appear  to  me 
larger  or  smaller.  Thus  greatness  and  smallness 
are  phenomena  of  the  human  vision,  as  well  as 
light,  figure,  and  colour;  they  only  exist  in  my 
perception;  and  as  every  conceivable  extension  has 
a  definite  magnitude,  without  which  it  does  not 
exist  at  all,  so  extension  itself  is  not  an  objective 
quality  of  things  in  themselves,  but  merely  be* 
longs  to  my  own  perception.  The  same  may 
T)e  said  of  motion  and  solidity.  The  latter  is 
either  hard  or  soft ;  but  hardness  and  softness  are 
merely  human  sensations,  and  exist  as  little  with- 
out our  sense  of  feeling  as  sounds  without  our 
ears,  colour  without  our  eyes,  sweetness  or  sour- 
ness without  our  taste.  Therefore  what  Locke 
calls  the  primary  qualities  do  not  exist  Hence, 
to  speak  in  Locke's  language,  there  are  only  se- 
condary qualities*,  or,  all  the  perceptible  qualities 
of  things  are  secondary ;  that  is,  they  exist  in  us, 
not  externally.  But  if  everything  perceptible  is 
within  ourselves,  what  is  external  to  ourselves? 
Things  —  is  the  answer.  But  there  are  no  gene- 
ral things;  there  are  only  individual  sensible 
things.     What  are  sensible  things,  if  I  deduct 

*  ComiMtfe  th«  fint  dialogae  between  HjUf  and  Philonoiui 
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from  them  all  that  is  sensible  or  perceptible  ?  The 
same  that  an  iron  ring  is,  if  we  take  away  the 
iron  —  nothing.  The  things,  if  I  take  away 
human  perception,  are — nothing.  Imperceptible 
things  are  no  things  at  all.  Such  nothings  are 
bodies  and  matter  in  general,  whether  I  consider 
them  as  the  originals  of  my  perceptions,  or  as 
their  cause,  or  as  their  instrument,  or  as  anything 
else.  After  the  deduction  of  all  sensible  qualities, 
after  the  deduction  of  all  human  perception,  matter 
remains  equal  to  —nothing.*  Imperceptible  things 
are  inaudible  sounds,  invisible  colours ;  that  is  to 
say,  impossibilities.  Perceptible  things  are  no- 
thing but  sensuous  perceptions,  as  colours  are  no* 
thing  but  phenomena  of  sight  Thus,  by  his 
nominalistic  criticism  of  the  philosophy  of  Locke, 
Berkeley  arrives  at  the  proposition,  there  is  nothing 
but  sensuous  perception ;  that  is  to  say,  there  is 
nothing  beyond  perceiving  and  perceived  (per- 
ceptible) beings.  The  perceiving  being,  Berkeley, 
like  Locke,  calls  the  mind ;  the  perceived  object, 
likewise  with  Locke,  he  terms  a  representation 
or  '^  idea ; "  and,  in  this  sense,  he  declares  there 
are  only  minds  and  "  ideas."  This  proposition  is 
called  the  '* idealism  of  Berkeley;"  but  it  is,  in 
fact,  the  sensualism  of  Locke,  the  nominalbm  of 
Bacon,  further  carried  out.     It  is  the  very  oppo- 

*  Compare  the  second  dialogue. 
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site^  and  is  indeed  intended  to  be  the  oppo6ite>  oF 
all  idealistic  philosophy  on  the  Platonic  model. 
This  converts  things  into  ideas,  whereas  Berke- 
ley  rightly  makes  his  Philonous  declare  that  he 
does  not  convert  things  into  ideas,  but  ideas  into 
things.*  With  Berkeley,  things  are  always  sen* 
sible  things ;  and  these  are  sensible  impressions  or 
perceptions.  Sometimes  he  says,  in  direct  words, 
ideas  or  sensible  impresuons.  Philonous  thus 
instructs  his  materialistic  friend:  <'I  see  this 
cherry ,  I  feel  it,  I  taste  it ;  and  I  am  sui^e  nothing 
cannot  be  seen,  or  felt,  or  tasted ;  it  is,  therefore, 
reaL  Take  away  the  sensations  of  softness,  mois- 
ture, redness,  tartness,  and  you  take  away  the 
cherry.  Since  it  is  not  a  being  distinct  from  sen- 
sation, a  cherry,  I  say,  is  nothing  but  a  congeries 
of  sensible  impressions,  or  ideas  perceived  by 
various  senses.** 

But  why  does  Berkeley  call  things  ''ideas,** 
when  he  only  apprehends  them  in  a  sensualistic 
sense  ?  To  make  it  clear  that  things  are  facts  in 
ourselves,  not  external  to  ourselves. 

Perceptions  are  only  in  ourselves,  and  only 
possible  through  the  nature  of  perceiving  beings. 
But  what  are  facts  after  the  deduction  of  their 
perceptible  qualities  ?  They  are  nothing.  There- 
fore they  are  and  exist  only  in  ourselves ;  that  is, 

*  Third  dUloguc. 
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they  exist  as  perceptions  only  in  the  perceiving 
beings.  Being  perceived  is,  with  Berkeley,  the 
same  as  existing.  As  a  nominalist,  he  says,  there 
ia  nothing  imperceptible  (or  general);  aa  a  sensa- 
alist,  there  is  nothing  perceptible  without  percep- 
tion, nothing  eeneible  without  the  senses:  and 
that  no  perception  exists  without  a  perceiving 
being,  is  manifest.  Berkeley's  so-called  idealism 
is  a  consequence  of  his  nominalistic  principle ;  if 
there  is  nothing  imperceptible,  there  is  nothing 
but  what  is  perceptible, — that  ia  to  say,  nothing 
but  perceptible  objects  and  perceiving  subjects. 
The  fonner  are  ideas ;  the  latter  are  minds :  hence 
the  proposition,  there  are  only  "ideas"  and  minde. 
In  the  natural  validity  of  human  knowledge,  for 
all  practical  purposes,  no  alteration  is  occasioned 
by  this  theory.  Berkeley  can  perfectly  accom- 
modate himself  to  the  ordinary  view  of  things, 
which  he  even  confirms.  Only,  what  are  called 
things  in  ordinary  language,  he  calls  "  ideas,"  or 
things  iR  us,  which,  as  such,  are  as  real  and  stand 
on  aa  secure  a  basis  as  they  do  in  the  opinion  of 
the  unthinking,  who  fancy  that  nature  is  external 
to  ourselves. 

3.    PEBCBFTIOHI  IS  THIHOa, 

^"~  '        '  jive  things  themselves,  but  only 

minds ;  we  only  percMve  our 
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own  impressions.  This  is  a  proposition  that  has 
not  first  to  be  proved  bj  Berkeley,  as  it  is  already 
admitted  by  every  one.  But  most  persons  be- 
lieve that  the  real  things  stand  behind  their  im- 
pressions, and  are,  as  it  were,  the  originals  that 
are  copied  and  reflected  in  our  senses.  This 
opinion — this  belief  in  things,  the  originals  of  the 
copies,  external  to  ourselves  —  is  what  Berkeley 
seeks  to  destroy.  The  supposed  copies  of  the 
things  are  sensuous  impressions  —  our  own  per- 
ceptions. Now,  let  these  impressions  or  percep-^ 
tions  of  ours  be  abstracted  from  anything,  and 
what  remains?  Nothing.  What,  then,  is  the 
supposed  thing,  the  original  of  the  copy  ?  Nothing 
again.  What,  then,  is  the  supposed  copy  ?  It  is 
itself  the  original ;  our  perceptions  are  the  real 
things.  Hence  Berkeley  says,  I  convert  'Mdeaa" 
(t.  €.  perceptions)  into  things.  In  the  nature  of 
things  he  manifestly  alters  nothing  whatever ;  he 
only  corrects  our  view  of  it.  What  all  of  you, 
he  would  say,  look  upon  as  images  are  the  real 
things;  and  what  you  look  upon  as  the  real 
things  are —  nothing.  To  this  point  alone  are  all 
his  explanations  and  proofs  directed.  The  proof 
that  the  supposed  copies  are  the  things,  and  the 
supposed  originals  are  nothing,  is  very  simple. 
If  we  abstract  from  the  things  their  perceived  and 
perceptible  qualities —  that  is  to  say,  our  own  im- 
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pressionfi^ — everything,  without  exception,  be- 
comes—  nothing.  And  yet  they  must  remain 
what  they  really  are,  if  the  impressions  that  have 
been  abstracted  are  only  their  copies. 

Our  perceptions  are  things.  This  is  the  clearest 
and  most  concise  formula  for  Berkeley's  point  of 
yiew.  If  they  were  only  the  copies  of  things,  it 
would  follow,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  that 
our  knowledge  is  vain  and  delusive  —  that  we 
only  know  the  outside  show  of  things,  and  not 
the  things  themselves.  The  faith  in  things  with- 
out us,  the  originals  of  our  impressions,  logically 
leads  to  scepticism.  Hence  Berkeley  thinks  that 
he  has  destroyed  the  very  basis  of  scepticism. 
His  dialogues  were  directed  against  the  sceptics ; 
and  he  did  not  know  that  within  his  own  theory 
he  was  fostering  the  germ  of  a  scepticism  that 
was  aflerwards  to  be  developed  by  an  acute 
successor. 

For  ordinary  refutations  Berkeley  is  prepared ; 
and  he  overcomes  them  with  dexterity.  If  our 
perceptions  are  the  real  things,  it  may  be  ob- 
jected that,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  the  sun 
really  revolves  round  the  earth,  the  stick  is  really 
broken  in  the  water — and  the  like.  To  this 
Berkeley  replies.  Certainly  the  movement  of  the 
sun  is  a  real  perception,  a  phenomenon  well 
established  in  the  eye  of  an  inhabitant  of  our 


I  _ 
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planet  But  who  bids  us  infer  from  this  that  the 
same  phenomenon  will  also  be  perceived  from 
another  point  of  view,  remote  from  the  earth? 
In  this  case  it  is  not  the  perception  that  is  wrong 
and  without  foundation,  but  the  consequence  that 
is  deduced  from  it. 


3.   TBS  DXITT  18  TBS  OBIOniATOB  OV  OUB  PEBCBPnOXS. 

But  if  our  perceptions  are  "  ideas,**  and  these  are 
the  things  themselves,  nature  seems  to  be  resolved 
into  a  mere  creature  of  the  hunum  mind,  and  to 
lose  all  its  security.  How,  then,  are  we  to  dis- 
tinguish these  *^  ideas  "  from  mere  ideas  —  things 
from  fancies  —  the  order  of  nature,  governed  by 
fixed  laws,  from  the  sport  of  human  imagination  ? 
Where  is  the  difference  between  reality  and 
show  ?  Our  own  fancies,  which  are  mere  "  ideas," 
we  ourselves  make;  the  perceptions  or  things, 
which  are  true  "  ideas,**  we  do  not  make ;  they 
are  given  to  us  as  facts,  they  are  data^  of  which 
neither  we  ourselves  nor  external  things  are  the 
cause,  and  the  cause  of  which  can  therefore  be  no 
other  than  the  Deity.  As  the  belief  in  external 
tUngs  leads  to  scepticism,  so  does  the  conviction 
that  our  perceptions  or  "  ideas  **  are  themselves 
the  real  things  lead  us  to  the  Deity,  and,  conse- 
quently, to  religion.    Thus  Berkeley  thought  he 
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bad  established  religion  by  destroying  the  bans 
of  scepticism ;  tiis  dialogues  were  directed,  at  the 
same  time,  against  sceptics  and  atheists.  In  s 
word,  Berkeley  affirms  the  knowledge  founded 
on  sensuous  perception,  and  ultimately  deduces  it 
from  the  Deity,  as  he  cannot  deduce  it  from 
material  beings,  the  existence  of  which  he  denies. 
In  this  respect  he  has  a  certain  affinity  with 
Malebranche,  with  whom  we  might  compare  him, 
as  we  might  compare  Locke  with  Descartes. 
But  in  the  main  point  they  are  opposed  to  each 
other,  Berkeley  denying  on  principle  what 
Malebranche  maintained  on  principle,  the  ex- 
istence of  matter  external  to  the  mind.  This 
was  the  difference  between  the  two,  that  precluded 
all  agreement  between  them.  It  is  said  that  a 
violent  controversy  with  Berkeley,  who  viuted 
Malebranche  on  his  dying-bed,  accelerated  the 
death  of  the  latter. 

We  have  remarked  in  Locke  the  double  con- 
tradiction that  he  denied  metaphysics  or  ontolc^y 
as  the  doctrine  of  the  nature  of  things,  and  yet 
(though  not  without  hesitation)  pronounced  certun 
decisions  respecting  the  substance  of  the  soul,  of 
the  body,  and  of  the  Deity ;  that,  on  the  one  hand, 
he  doubted  the  existence  of  the  human  mind, 
r  hand,  maintained  the  existence 
hich  he  proved  from  the  fact  of 
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the  human  mind.  Thus  in  Locke  Deism  and 
materialism  were  united  in  a  contradictory  manner. 
Berkeley  avoids  both  these  contradictions.  He 
converts  ontology  into  psychology  without  leav- 
ing any  residue ;  for  be  converts  all  things  into 
sensuous  perceptions.  He  is  a  decided  Deist*,  a 
decided  opponent  of  materialism,  which  he  refutes 
both  on  first  principles  and  in  its  consequences. 
Here  is  the  difference  between  Berkeley  and 
Locke.  The  difference  is  not,  as  is  commonly 
supposed,  between  idealist  and  realist ;  but  the 
case,  rightly  apprehended,  stands  thus :  Berkeley 
is  not  less  but  more  sensualistic  than  Locke,  and, 
consequently,  more  of  a  realist  And  for  this 
very  reason  Berkeley  is  less  materialistic  than 
Locke,  or,  rather,  he  is  not  a  materialist  at  alL 
He  attacks  materialism,  he  would  prevent  the  sen- 
sualistic philosophy  from  committing  the  gross 
error  of  degenerating  into  materialism, — an  error 
that  began  with  Locke  and  was  carried  out  by 

^  It  will  be  obMired  that  I>r.  Fischer  met  this  word  n  the 
opposite  of  Atheitt,  and  not  neceatarily  to  denote  ft  dbbclieyer  in 
revelfttion  ;  for  sach  ft  chftractcr  could  hardl/  be  predicated  of 
Berkelej.  Ambiguttj  might  have  been  removed  bj  the  nib- 
ttitution  of  the  word  **  Theist,**  which  in  ordinary  parlance  ie 
•nppoeed  to  be  without  the  negatiTe  sense  attached  to  **  Deist  ;** 
but  as  some  of  the  persons  called  **  Deists"  in  the  course  of  the 
work  were  so  in  erery  sense  of  the  word,  I  have  deemed  it  ex- 
pedient to  ftToid  a  distinction  which  Dr.  Fischer  has  not  drawB. 

r.o. 


466     FRANCIS  BACON  OF  VERULAH. 

the  French.  With  Berkeley  sensualism  takes  a 
decided  position  as  the  antagonist  of  materialism ; 
and  rightly,  for  if  all  is  but  sensuous  perception^ 
matter  —  such  as  it  is  asserted  to  be  by  its  philo- 
sophical advocates  —  is  nothing  but  an  empty 
thought,  a  mere  word,  since  of  this  matter  there 
is  manifestly  no  sensuous  perception.  This  view 
constitutes  the  fundamental  thought,  the  leading 
idea  of  the  whole  philosophy  of  Berkeley.  It 
was  natural  that  common  sense*,  which  attached 
itself  to  Locke,  followed  in  the  train  of  ma* 
terialism,  and  declared  itself  against  Berkeley. 
Indeed,  by  adhering  to  words,  there  was  no 
great  difficulty  in  perverting  Berkeley's  anti- 
materialistic  tendency  into  an  insane  idealism, 
that  could  be  refuted  in  sport  Voltaire's  wit 
was  here  quite  in  its  element.  In  his  eyes  Locke 
alone  was  a  true  philosopher;  but  he  never 
thoroughly  understood  even  Locke,  or  he  would 
necessarily  have  recognised  him  in  Berkeley. 
*'  Ten  thousand  cannon-balls  and  ten  thousand 
dead  men,**  says  Voltaire,  '^are  ten  thousand 
ideas  according  to  the  philosophy  of  Berkeley  ;**! 
and  this  he  thinks  is  a  refutation,  as  if  Berkeley 
had  not  known  and  already  answered  such  objec- 

*  Der  gewohnliche  Verstand  ;  literally,  the  **  ordinary  nader- 
standing.**— J,  O. 
t  Philosophical  Dictionary,  article  "  Corps." 
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tions.  Yoltaire  should  tell  us  what  is  not  per- 
eeptible  in  a  single  cannon-ball;  then  he  will 
have  confuted  Berkeley.  We  will  dispense  with 
the  ten  thousand. 

If  we  would  arrive  at  the  sum  total  of  Berkeley's 
philosophy,  it  is  deduced  from  the  proposition 
that  sensuous  perceptions  are  things,  which  pro- 
position is  itself  no  more  than  the  conclusion  and 
final  result  of  sensualism.  If  perceptions  are 
things,  it  follows  that  all  human  knowledge  is,  in 
truth,  empirical  self-knowledge,  that  in  all  cases 
we  only  experience  our  own  given  state,  and  that 
thus  all  experience  can  merely  be  self-experience. 
Berkeley  has  done  more  than  establish  this  fact 
If  knowledge  altogether  is  no  more  than  ex- 
perience, as  Bacon  has  said,  if  all  experience  is  no 
more  than  sensuous  perception,  as  Locke  has 
said,  we  must  then  conclude,  with  Berkeley,  that 
we  know  nothing  but  our  own  impressions,  that 
our  impressions  are  the  things  themselves,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  knowledge  of  things,  if  we 
rightly  investigate  the  matter,  is  no  more  than  a 
knowledge  of  ourselves,  or,  more  strictly  speaking, 
experience  of  ourselves.  Given  facts  constitute 
all  that  we  know.  Our  knowledge  is  therefore 
experience ;  and  Kant  very  correctly  decided  that 
Berkeley's  "  idealism  "  was  of  an  empirical  kind, 

and  that  Garve  understood  neither  this  philosophy 

BH  a 
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nor  the  Kantiani  as  he  could  not  comprehend  the 
difference  between  the  two.  ^he  facts  that  we 
experience  are  our  own  perceptions^  but  not  our 
creations ;  they  are  the  work  of  the  Deitj^  and 
therefore  amount,  in  truth,  to  a  miracle.  Thus 
human  experience,  after  the  loss  of  external 
things,  becomes  an  incomprehensible  fact,  like 
life,  in  the  sense  of  the  '^  Occasionalists.*'  If 
philosophy  will  not  stop  for  ever  at  this  point,  it 
must  doubt  the  miracle,  and  thus  destroy  the 
security  of  human  knowledge  on  its  last  founda- 
tion. 

V.    The  Scepticish  of  Huhb. 

Hume  deduces  the  negative  sum  total  of  the 
English  philosophy  as  it  has  existed  from  the 
time  of  Bacon.  He  preserves  every  result  of  his 
predecessors;  only  he  will  not, like  Berkeley,  make 
good  the  last  deficit  of  philosophy  by  means  of 
religion,  but  sets  it  down  to  the  account  of  the 
human  faculty  of  knowledge.  Hume  is  con- 
vinced, with  Bacon,  that  all  knowledge  must  be 
experience ;  with  Locke,  that  all  experience  con- 
sists of  sensuous  perceptions ;  with  Berkeley,  that 
sensuous  perceptions  are  the  sole  objects  of  our 
knowledge.  Therefore,  concludes  Hume,  all 
human  knowledge  consists  simply  in  this,  that 
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we  perceive  certain  impressions  in  ourselves. 
Where^  then,  is  its  objectivity  ?  where  its  neces- 
sity? And  if  human  knowledge  is  deficient  in 
these  two  characteristics,  where  is  this  know- 
ledge itself? 


1.     THX  OBJSCTS  OF  KKOWUCDOI. 

All  our  representations,  according  to  Hume,  are 
either  sensuous  impressions  or  the  copies  that  these 
have  lef^.     They  are  only  distinguished  in  degree, 
accordingly  as  they  are  stronger  or  weaker,  more  or 
less  lively.    The  liveliest  are  the  impressions  them- 
selves ;  the  weaker  are  the  thoughts  or  **  ideas." 
The  impressions  are  the  originals,  from  which  the 
*'  ideas,"  without  exception,  are  deduced.     There 
is  no  ''  idea  "  that  did  not  originate  from  an  im- 
pression ;  this  decides  Hume  as  a  genuine  philo- 
sopher of  the  stamp  of  Locke.     Consequently 
the  ^  idea  ^  is  related  to  the  impression,  as  the 
copy  to  the  original.     Hence  the  explanation  of 
an  **  idea "  consists  in  showing  the  impression  of 
which  this  **  idea  **  is  a  copy,  and  which  is  con- 
sequently the  original  of  the  "  idea."    Our  im- 
pressions are  the  originals  of  all  our  representa* 
tions ;  thus  decides  Hume  as  one  who  has  turned 
Berkeley's  investigations  to  his  own  advantage. 
Whether  our  impressions  have  external  things  for 

■  H    8 
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their  own  originalB^  ia  a  question  with  which 
Hume  18  but  little  concerned;  for,  supposing 
there  are  such  originals,  a  knowledge  of  them 
would  only  be  possible  if  clear  representations 
—  that  is,  clear  impressions  —  of  them  existed  in 
ourselves.  But  how  can  we  know  this?  We 
can  only  know  it  by  means  of  an  impression,  and 
there  is  none  that  decides  on  the  clearness  of 
an  impression,  or  the  relation  between  an  im* 
pression  and  a  thing.  In  every  case,  therefore, 
human  nature  lacks  the  criterium  which  alone 
secures  the  objectivity  of  our  "  ideas." 

If,  therefore,  there  is  any  knowledge,  its  objects 
are  only  *^  ideas,"  which  themselves  are  nothing 
but  copies  of  impressions ;  thus  we  only  compre- 
hend our  impressions,  not  the  objective  nature  of 
things.  In  this  sense,  there  is  no  objective  know- 
ledge. Thus  is  scepticism  already  half-expressed. 
It  follows,  as  a  matter  of  course,  that  there  is 
no  knowledge  of  the  super-sensual.  The  super- 
sensual  makes  no  impression  upon  us ;  therefore  we 
have  no  knowledge  of  it.  In  this  sense  all  meta- 
physics is  an  impossible  science.* 

S.    XATHBKATICB  .AaiD  BXPSBISHGS. 

It  is  thus  established  that  we  know  nothing  but 
our  own  ideas,  which  are  based  upon  impressions. 

*  Compare  ''Enqiuij  concerning  the  Haman  Undentaad- 
ing,"  i.  and  ii. 
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But  our  own  ''ideas''  only  constitute  knowledge 
when  we  connect  them,  and  perceiye  their  agree* 
ment  or  disagreement  with  each  other.  All  know- 
ledge  is  a  necessary  connection  of  '*  ideas."  Now, 
what  is  necessary  ?  That  which  must  be  as  it  is ; 
that  of  which  the  contrary  is  impossible;  that 
which  cannot  be  contradicted.  The  ''  proposition 
of  identity"  which  declares  that  a  thing  is  what  it 
is,  and  according  to  which  all  the  attributes  (Merk* 
male)  that  it  has,  and  the  attributes  of  these  attri* 
butes,  belong  to  it — this  proposition  cannot  be 
contradicted.  Therefore  those  '*  ideas"  are  neces^ 
sarily  connected,  of  which  one  is  contained  in  the 
other,  or  can  be  deduced /ram  the  other.  There* 
fore  every  judgment  is  necessary  which,  like  the 
**  proposition  of  identity,"  is  founded  on  the  mere 
analysis  of  an  "  idea ; "  every  connection  of  **  ideas" 
is  necessary  that  is  attained  by  mere  syllogistic 
deduction  (Schlussfolgerung).  Such  are  the 
judgments  and  conclusions  of  mathematics.  The 
judgments  of  mathematics  are  analytical*;  their 
conclusions  are  syllogistic;  the  knowledge  belong- 
bg  to  them  is  demonstrative,  t 

On  the  contrary,  experience  judges  otherwise 
than  mathematics  with  respect  to  nature  and 

*  This,  it  if  tcaroelj  Decenary  to  stAtc,  is  giren  as  the  opinion 
of  Hume.  Kant  has  proved  that  mathematical  judgments  are 
not  analytical,  but  sjntheticaL^^.  O. 

f  £o<iiiii7  concerning  the  Homan  Understanding,  ir. 
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hiBtorj.  It  combines  different  facts,  different 
''ideas,"  of  which  one  is  not  contained  in  the 
other;  of  which,  therefore,  one  cannot  be  deduced 
from  the  other  by  analysis,  but  is  added  to  it 
by  synthesis.  Is  there,  then,  a  necessary  syn* 
thesis  in  experience?  Our  *'  ideas,"  according  to 
Hume,  are  combined  or  associated  in  three  ways,  — 
by  similarity,  by  contiguity  (or  a  connection  in 
time  and  space),  and  lastly  by  causality,  or  the 
connection  of  cause  and  effect.* 

Of  these  three  means  of  combination,  causality 
alone  lays  claim  to  the  character  of  necessity ;  for 
it  is  obvious  that  ''  ideas"  which  are  only  similar^ 
or  contiguous  with  regard  to  space  or  time,  are 
not  necessarily  connected  so  that  one  must  neces- 
sarily follow  from  the  other.  The  only  question 
that  arises  is,  whether  causality  is  a  necessary 
connection.  To  this  question  the  whole  force  of 
Hume's  investigation  is  directed.  So  much  is 
established,  that  all  judgments  expressive  of 
knowledge  are  either  analytical  or  syntheticaL 
The  pure  judgments  of  the  reason  f  and  mathe- 
matical judgments  are  analytical ;  the  judgments 
of  experience  are  synthetical,  and  their  synthesis 
consists  in  causality.  Now,  is  this  synthesis 
necessary  ? 

*  Enquiry  concerning  the  Human  Understanding,  iii 

t  Snch  as  the  propoeitions  of  identity  and  contradiction^— J.  O. 
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The  causal  connection  of  ''ideas"  is  necessary, 
if  it  is  not  susceptible  of  contradiction.  It  is  not 
susceptible  of  contradiction,  if,  by  the  mere 
analysis  of  the  *'  idea"  A,  we  discover  that  A  is 
the  cause  or  power  that  affects  B.  But,  however 
thoroughly  we  may  analyse  A,  we  shall  never  find 
in  it  either  B  itself,  or  the  power  which  A  exer« 
cises  upon  B.  Bis  not  contained  in  A ;  the  effect 
is  not  contained  in  the  cause ;  the  power  of  A  is 
not  contained  in  the  ''idea"  of  A.  Thus  the 
effect  can  never  be  deduced  from  the  cause,  or — 
in  other  words — the  causal  connection  of  different 
"  ideas"  is  not  discovered  by  mere  logical  deduc- 
tion ;  consequently,  not  by  pure  reason.  Let  us 
take,  for  iustance,  the  "  idea"  of  fire.  The  mere 
analysis  of  this  "idea"  will  never  explain  to  me 
the  effect  of  fite  upon  wood,  will  never  show 
me  the  power  and  influence  of  fire  upon  other 
things.  If  I  take  the  "  idea"  of  a  ball,  I  cannot, 
by  any  process  of  logical  deduction  from  this 
"  idea,"  discover  what  motion  the  ball  will  com- 
municate to  another  ball,  with  which  it  comes 
into  collision.  And  so  it  ia  in  every  case.  Thus 
the  relation  between  cause  and  effect  is  not  unsus- 
ceptible of  contradiction ;  for  it  is  not  a  relation  of 
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identity.  Hence  causality  is  no  conception  of  the 
reason,  or — what  is  the  same  thing — is  not  a 
priori.  There  is  no  syllogistic  dedaction  that 
will  lead  us  from  the  cause  A  to  the  effect  B;  for 
syllogisms  are  impossible  without  a  middle  term. 
Where  is  the  middle  term  between  cause  and 
effect?  Where  is  the  middle  term  between  an 
experience  and  a  similar  experience  ?  * 

Nevertheless  we  require  the  cansal  connection 
in  all  our  empirical  judgments.  From  causes  we 
constantly  infer  effects;  from  similar  causes, 
similar  effects.  On  the  idea  of  causality  is  based 
all  the  knowledge  we  derive  from  experience. 
Now,  upon  what  is  this  idea  based?  As  it  is 
not  h  priori^  it  must  be  based  upon  a  datum  h 
posteriori^  But  upon  what  datum  f  All ''  ideas," 
without  exception,  are  based  upon  sensuous  im- 
pressions, of  which  they  are  the  copies.  There 
is  no  '^idea,"  the  original  of  which  was  not  an 
impression.  What,  then,  is  the  impression  of 
which  the  idea  of  causality  is  a  copy?  This 
question  touches  the  focus  of  Hume's  problem. 

Every  impression  is  a  fact  that  we  perceive. 
But  the  connection  between  facts  we  do  not  per- 
ceive.  We  see  lightning,  and  we  hear  thunder, 
but  not  the  influence  that  connects  them,  not 
the  power  by  which  the  first  phenomenon  pro- 

*  Enquiiy  concerning  the  Human  Understanding,  ir. 
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duces  the  second     We  experience  the  effect,  bot 
not  the  efficiency,  the  cause,  the  power.      We 
now  feel  a  disposition  to  a  certain  *'  idea ;''  then 
this  ''idea**  arises  in  our  minds;  then  follows  a 
movement  of  our  bodies.     But  the  power  itself 
by  which  the  will  produces  the  'Mdea**  in  tha 
mind,  and  motion  in  the  body,  remains  concealed 
from  us.     Of  this  power  there  is  no  impression, 
and  therefore  no  '^idea.**    Thus  there  is  no  im- 
pression the  copy  of  which  could  be  the  idea  of 
causality.     This  is  the  great  difficulty  discovered 
by  Hume — the  difficulty  which  renders  the  idea 
of  causality  dubious.     Every  **  idea**  requires  an 
impresmon,  to  which  it  may  be  referred  as  a  copy 
to  an  original.     But  there  is  no  impression,  either 
internal    or  external,   of   which   we  could   say, 
**  Look,  this  is  the  original  of  the  idea  of  cause — 
of  causality  I"     Thus  this  idea,  on  which  all  our 
empirical  knowledge  depends,  becomes  a  veritable 
riddle.      It  cannot  be  found  by   mere   reason; 
neither,  it  seems,  can  it  be  found  by  means  of  an 
impression.     It  is  not  i  priori  ;  neither,  it  seems, 
is  it  ^  posteriori.     Whence  then  does  it  come  ? 

Herein  consists  the  dilemma.  We  must  either 
give  up  as  impossible,  and  regard  as  incompre- 
hensible, the  whole  of  our  empirical  knowledge 
together  with  causality,  or  we  must  deduce  this 
idea  from  an  impression.     But  this  impression  is 
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nowhere  given.  If,  therefore,  there  is  any  such 
impression  at  all,  it  must  arise  gradually,  —  must 
be  formed  from  the  impressions  that  are  given* 
How  is  this  possible  ? 

4.  C1U8ALITT  AS    A   FKODUCT    OF    EXPX&IBNCB.^-CD8TOK    AXD 

FAITH. 

Granted  that  the  impression  A  is  followed  by 
the  impression  B,  we  find  that  in  this  single  in- 
stance of  succession  two  facts  are  associated  They 
are  associated,  but  not  (necessarily)  connected. 
They  would  be  so  connected  if  B  were  attached 
to  A  in  such  .a  manner  that  it  would  follow  from 
A  as  a  necessary  consequence.  Now,  no  one  can 
arrive  at  the  conclusion,  that  what  has  happened 
once  will  happen  always.  But  suppose  the  same 
succession  is  repeated,  that  the  impression  A,  as 
often  as  we  receive  it,  is  followed  by  B,  then  the 
transient  association  becomes  a  permanent  associa- 
tion. Through  this  permanent  association  which 
we  experience  in  our  impressions,  we  gradually 
become  accustomed  to  pass  from  the  impression  A 
to  the  impression  B,  so  that  when  the  former 
takes  place,  we  expect  the  other ;  that  is  to  say, 
we  expect  that  B  will  follow  A,  because  it  has 
always  followed  it  to  the  present  moment.  From 
the  transition  from  one  ^*  idea  "  to  the  other  arises, 
by  a  continual  repetition  of  the  same  succession, 
an  habitual  transition.  What  has  appeared  merely 
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associated  in  a  single  case,  appears  necessarily 
connected  when  it  is  found  in  many  similar  cases ; 
bnt  this  is  merely  because  we  have  grown  accus- 
tomed to  the  association.*     This  habit,  like  all 
habits,  consists  merely  in  an  often-repeated  ex- 
perience.   We  have  so  often  observed  one  impres- 
sion or  fact  succeed  another,  that  our  imagination 
is  involuntarily  determined,  when  we  receive  one 
impression,  to  expect  the  other — is  compelled  to 
pass  from  A  to  B.     I  find  myself  involuntarily 
determined ;  that  is  to  say,  I  feel :  every  habit  is 
based  upon  a  feeling.     This  feeling  is  likewise  an 
impression,  —  not  one  that  is  inunediately  given, 
but  one  that  is  gradually  produced ;  and  this  im- 
pression, this  feeling,  is  the  original,  of  which  the 
idea  of  causality  is  the  copy.     By  dint  of  this 
feeling  I  can  indeed  never  know  or  demonstrate 
the  connection  between  two  facts ;  but  I  believe  in 
the  connection, — I  expect,  by  an  involuntary  feel- 
^g»  by  a  sort  of  instinct,  that  if  one  fact  occurs, 
the  other  will  not  be  wanting, — I  believe  that  one 
is  a  consequence  of  the  other.     This  futh  is  not 
evident  and  demonstrative,  like  a  deduction  of  the 
reason ;  but  it  leads  to  the  conclusions  of  our  expe- 
rience, and  forms  the  ground  of  all  empirical  cer- 
tiunty.f 

*  Enquiry  oone«niing  the  Himuai  UnderiUnding,  tU.  S. 
t  Ibid.  T.    CoDiwie  lii.  8. 
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Thus  does  Hume  solve  his  problem.  All  hu- 
man knowledge  is  either  demonstrative  (as  in  the 
case  of  mathematics)  or  empirical.  All  empirical 
knowledge  consists  in  the  causal  connection  of 
facts.  The  idea  of  causality  is  founded  on  a  be- 
lief^  this  belief  upon  a  feeling,  this  feeling  upon  a 
habit,  which  itself  consists  in  nothing  else  than 
an  often-repeated  experience.  Consequently, 
there  is  no  knowledge  that  is  objective  and  neces- 
sary. None  that  is  objective,  for  the  objects  of  our 
knowledge  are  merely  our  impressions  and  the 
'4deas"  copied  from  them;  none  that  are  necessary, 
for  the  ground  of  our  knowledge  is  not  an  axiom, 
but — an  exercise  of  faith.  Here  is  a  perfect  ex-* 
pression  of  scepticism.  The  doubt  respecting 
knowledge  arises  from  the  perception  that  all  the 
inferences  of  our  experience  are  nothing  but 
matters  of  faith ;  it  is  upon  this  faith  that  the 
doubt  is  founded.  Hume  himself  calls  his  theory 
*'  moderate  scepticism,"  because  he  does  not  design 
to  alter  anything  in  human  knowledge  (so  far  as 
it  is  experience),  but  merely  to  enlighten  our 
views  respecting  it.*  He  will  only  show  us  the 
guide  that  we  are  practically  to  follow  throughout 
the  whole  of  our  knowledge.  Hume  is  well  aware 
that  '^  nature  is  stronger  than  doubt,*'  that  man- 
kind will  never  cease  to  seek  experiences,  to  draw 

*  Enquiry  concerning  the  Human  UnderstMiding,  xii.  8. 
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inferences  from  them,  and  to  regard  Uiese  infe- 
rences as  stable  truths  by  which  they  can  r^ulate 
their  actions,  however  acately  the  sceptic  may  show 
that  they  are  without  foundation.*  He  wonld 
neither  tessen  nor  depreciate  the  genuine  treasure 
of  human  knowledge)  but  merely  instruct  us  as 
to  the  means  by  which  the  treasure  was  acquired, 
and  can  also  he  really  increased.  He  enlightens 
us  OS  to  the  true  ground  of  our  knowledge.  Hia 
scepticism  destroys  nothing  but  a  supposed  ground, 
an  imaginary  faculty,  that  oan  never  lead  us 
to  fruitful  and  practical  knowledge,  but  only  to 
apparent  truths  and  faUadous  "  ideas." 

These  are  the  limits  set  to  human  knowledge 
by  the  scepticism  of  Hume.  Beyond  experience 
there  is  no  knowledge  whatever ;  and  even  within 
the  region  of  experience  our  knowledge  extends 
only  so  far  as  custom.  Within  the  region  of  habit 
there  ia  no  finnl  or  perfect  certainty,  but  a  mere 
proximate  subjective  certtunty  —  or  probability. 
Habit  does  not  prove;  it  only  believes.  That 
which  is  beyond  habit  is  still  possible;  that  to 
which  we  are  accustomed  is  not  proved  —  is  not 
so  necessary  that  its  opposite  is  impossiblcf 

"  Custom,"  Bays  Hume,  "  is  the  great  guide  of 
human  life.''t     Henoe,  from  bis  point  of  view,  be 

*  Enqnirj  concerning  tlia  Hnnuui  Undentuiding,  xii  3. 
t  Ibid.  tL  t  IbU.  T.  1. 
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could  rightly  assert  that  he  was  opposed  not  to  the 
conclusions  of  "  common  sense  "  (das  gewohnliche 
Bewusstseyn),  but  rather^  on  the  contrary,  con- 
firmed its  decrees  by  the  most  immediate  formula. 
For  what  does  common  sense  desire  more  than  to 
think  and  act  according  to  custom  ?  And  so  far  is 
Hume  from  depriving  it  of  the  power  to  do  this, 
that  his  scepticism  leaves  nothing  but  custom  as 
the  basis  of  human  thought  and  action.  Man  has 
always  been  regulated  by  custom.  Hume  vindi- 
cates the  power  of  custom,  shows  in  what  its  right 
consists,  proving  that  men  have  not  only  a  right 
to  think  according  to  custom,  but  that,  in  fiict, 
this  is  their  only  right.  What  Schiller  nuikes 
Wallenstein  say  with  heroic  contempt,  exactly 
expresses  the  sober  conviction  of  Hume :  •— 

**  What  we  have  most  to  dread 
Is  common-place,  perpetaal  yesterdaj, 
That  ever  warning,  ever  still  returns; 
Potent  to-morrow,  through  its  force  to-daj. 
For  man  of  common-places  is  compact. 
And  to  his  nurse  the  name  of  custom  gives."  * 

This  nurse  is  called  by  Hume  the  great  guide 
of  human  life ;  and  with  him  it  forms  at  the  same 
time  the  defined  boundary  of  human  knowledge. 

If  there  is  no  knowledge  beyond  experience, 
there   is,  at  the   same  time,   no  theology  but 

•  Death  of  Wallenstein,  L  4. 
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that  which  is  based  upon  supernatural  revelation^ 
Hume  is  of  the  same  opinion  with  Bacon  and 
Bayle,  that  religious  faith  and  human  reason  are 
reciprocally  exclusive.  There  is,  therefore,  no 
rational  or  demonstrative  science  whatever,  except 
mathematics.  All  the  rest  of  human  knowledge 
is  experience,  of  which  custom  is  the  only  guide. 
''When,**  says  Hume,  at  the  conclusion  of  his 
Enquiry,  '*  we  use  our  libraries,  persuaded  of  these 
principles,  what  havoc  must  we  make  I  If  we 
take  in  our  hand  any  volume  of  divinity  or  school 
metaphysics,  for  instance,  let  us  ask,  Does  it 
contain  any  abstract  reasoning  concerning  quan- 
tity or  number  ?  Na  Does  it  contain  any 
experimental  reasoning  concerning  matter  of  fact 
and  existence?  No.  Commit  it,  then,  to  the 
flames ;  for  it  can  contain  nothing  but  sophistry 
and  illuMon."  * 

If  we  compare  Hume  with  Berkeley,  we  must 
say  that  he  owes  half  his  scepticism  to  the  latter ; 
namely,  so  much  as  affirms  that  human  knowledge 
does  not  extend  beyond  our  impressions,  that  of 
this  knowledge  ''ideas'*  are  the  only  possible 
objects.  Hence  he  says,  in  a  note  to  his 
Enquiry, "  Most  of  the  writings  of  that  very 
ingenious  author  (Berkeley)  form  the  best  lessons 
of  scepticism,  which  are  to  be  found  either  among 

•  Enqairy*  xiL  8. 
I  I 
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the  ancient  or  modem  philosophers,  Bayle  not 
excepted''*  But  Berkeley  declared  that  orderiy 
experience  was  a  product  of  the  Deity,  whereas 
Hume  regards  it  as  a  product  of  human  custom. 
At  this  point  his  scepticism  is  perfected  and 
formulised.  It  destroys  nothing  but  the  illusion 
which  regards  that  which  is  only  regulated  by 
custom  as  regulated  by  fixed  laws.  To  customs 
there  are  exceptions;  to  laws  there  are  none. 
There  are  many  things  extra*ordinary,  none 
extra-IegaL 

If  we  compare  Hume  with  Locke,  we  must  say 
that  his  view  of  the  origin  of  our  ''ideas"  is 
equally  sensualistic,  and  similarly  negative  as  to 
the  possibility  of  metaphysics.  Their  coincidence 
is  in  the  idea  of  substance,  which  they  both  assert 
to  be  a  mere  void  ;  their  difference  is  in  the  idea 
of  causality,  to  which  Locke  gives  a  real,  Hume 
merely  a  subjectively  human  value. 

If  we  compare  Hume  with  Bacon,  we  nmst 
say  that  he  critically  established  the  limits  of 
experience,  which  the  action*loving  intellect  of 
Bacon  himself  had  overstepped.  And  what  par* 
ticularises  Hume  is  the  distinction  that  he  makes 
between  experience  and  mathematics  as  different 
kinds  of  human   knowledge,  f     The  objects  of 

*  Enquiry,  xii  2. 

t  Kant  agrees  to  this  dutmction,  but  he  changes  the  critemim. 
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mathematics  are  magnitades,  those  of  experience 
are  facta;  the  mathematics  judge  solely  by 
analysis,  experience  solely  by  synthesis.  Hence 
there  is  demonstrative  certainty  in  mathematicsi 
whereas  experience  merely  attains  probability  or 
moral  certainty ;  for  in  the  one  case  conclusions 
are  drawn  by  reason,  in  the  latter  they  are  the 
result  of  faith  in  habitual  association. 


u 
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From  the  reasons  stated  above,  Hume  was 
necessarily  a  sceptic  in  philosophy ;  for  a  know- 
ledge based  merely  upon  custom  can  only  have 
temporary,  and  cannot  arrive  at  absolutely  valid 
truth.  But,  with  Hume,  custom  is  not  merely 
the  ground  upon  which  our  empirical  knowledge 
is  to  be  explained,  but  also  the  **  guide  of  human 
life."  So  far  as  life  is  ruled  by  custom,  it  comes 
within  the  scope  of  Hume's  point  of  view.  In 
philosophy  principles  govern;  in  life,  custom. 
Our  whole  life  is,  as  6othe*s  Egmont  says,  the 
''sweet  habit  of  existence.''  Even  the  natural 
movements  of  the  body  must  become  habitual  by 
repeated  practice,  in  order  to  be  involuntary  and 

AecordiDg  to  him,  the  jadgmenU  of  mathemfttiod  Mience  and 
experience  are  both  ajmthetical,  bat  the  former  judges  accord- 
ing to  intoiiion,  the  Utter  according  to  logical  conception. — 
Auikor^*  mote. 

II  S 
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free  from  effort.  Thus  healthy  eating  and  drink- 
ing^  walking  and  standing,  under  the  guidance  of 
natural  instincts,  become  habitual  functions  bj 
repeated  practice ;  thus  also  is  it  with  reading  and 
writing,  under  the  guidance  of  education.  We 
must  first  accustom  ourselves  simply  to  live ;  then 
we  must  accustom  ourselves  to  live  in  a  particular 
manner.  Our  life  and  our  cultivation  are  results 
of  our  habits;  and  these  are  the  results  of  oft- 
repeated  experience.  Custom  alone  produces  our 
morals;  and  these  produce  the  common  public  life 
of  man,  and  its  constitution.  An  alteration  of 
constitution  is  an  alteration  of  morals  and  cus- 
toms. But  customs  arise  gradually,  and  there- 
fore must  be  gradually  altered.  If  custom  is 
slowly  progressive,  so  likewise  must  be  the  disuse 
of  custom.  Here  nothing  arises  suddenly  by  a 
mere  resolution  of  the  will,  a  decree,  an  arbitrary 
agreement.  Human  customs  and  morals  in  their 
slow,  gradual  metamorphosis,  —  these  are  the 
historical  processes  of  cultivation.  He  who  does 
not  understand  the  nature  of  customs  and  of 
morals  habitually  acquired,  he  who  does  not  take 
into  account  this  power  in  human  life,  is  incapable 
of  understanding  history,  much  more  of  making 
it.  He  does  not  understand  mankind,  much  less 
will  he  be  able  to  govern  it.  Every  sudden  "  en- 
lightenment,*^ every  sudden  revolution  in  a  state. 
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is  thoroughly  repugnant  to  hiatory.  A  iuiUi  and 
a  state  cannot  be  demoliehed,  any  more  than  they 
can  be  produced,  by  a  single  blow.  We  are  made 
aoquunted  with  the  anti-hiBtorieal  view  of  the 
Anglo-Gallio  "  eslighteoment,"  Among  all  the 
phi]oaopher8oftbis"eiilightenment,"  David  Hume 
u  the  only  one  whose  news  approximate  to  the 
nature  of  historical  life,  the  only  one  whose 
thought  is  not  repugnant  to  history,  because  he 
understood  that  human  life  is  governed,  not  by 
principles  and  theories,  but  by  customs.  The 
same  principle  which  made  him  a  sceptio  in  phi- 
losophy, made  him  an  historian  fitted  to  judge  of 
men  and  states,  a  circumspect  politician.  He 
thought  historically,  because  he  depreciated  the 
value  of  philosophical  principles.  la  biro  the 
philosophical  sceptic  and  the  political  historian 
constitute  one  person.  If  we  would  have  a  pal- 
pable instance  of  tLe  difference,  in  this  respect, 
between  the  great  sceptic  and  the  Anglo-Gallic 
"enlightenment,"  we  need  only  compare  the 
historical  works  of  a  Hume  with  those  of  a 
Volture. 

But  the  consonance  of  the  views  of  Hume 
with  history  is  most  plainly  apparent  with  respect 
to  one  particular  point,  in  treating  of  which  the 
other  philosophers  of  his  age  had  eatablii 
dogma  repugnant  to  history.     Nothing  sfaov 
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far  the  so-called  "enlightenment'*  was  removed 
from  all  historical  experience,  so  much  as  the 
theory  of  a  contract,  by  which  an  explanation  of 
the  state  had  been  attempted.  The  state  and 
the  institutions  of  public  life  have  an  historical 
origin;  but  such  a  contract  as  is  taught  by  a 
Hobbes,  a  Locke,  a  Spinoza,  or  a  Rousseau,  has 
never  existed  in  the  reality,  where  they  look  for 
it.  Every  one  can  see  that  the  contract,  to  be 
valid,  presupposes  a  human  community,  or  at 
least  a  form  of  existence  similar  to  a  state.  Hume 
is  the  most  open  adversary  of  the  contract  theory, 
although  he  also  would  explain  the  state  on  natural 
grounds.  He  attacks  the  social  contract  theory, 
as  propounded  by  Rousseau  and  Locke.*  He 
Sees  that  such  a  theory  is  opposed  to  all  historical 
experience  and  possibility,  and  is,  in  fact,  no  more 
than  a  creation  of  the  philosophical  brain.  Before 
men  could  have  been  united  by  an  express  con- 
tract, they  must  have  been  already  united  by 
necessity.  It  was  a  result  of  necessity,  without 
any  contract,  that  one  commanded  and  the  rest 
obeyed.  "Each  exercise  of  authority  in  the 
chieftain,"  says  Hume,  **must  have  been  parti- 
cular, and  called  forth  by  the  present  exigencies 
of  the  case.     The  sensible  utility  resulting  from 

♦  Compare  "Hume's  und    Rousaeaa's  Abhaadlangen  ubtr 
den  Urrertrag,"  by  G.  Mertal.  (Leijaig,  1797.) 
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hiBmterpoeition,  made  thoee  exerdonabeoome  daily 
more  frequent ;  and  this  frequency  gradually  pro* 
duced  an  habitual,  and,  if  you  please  to  call  it  so, 
an  arbitrary  and  therefore  precarious  acquiescence 
in  the  people."*  In  the  place  of  a  contract, 
Hume  puts  custom.  He  gives  precisely  the 
same  explanation  of  the  state  as  of  knowledge, 
basing  the  former  upon  habitual  obedience,  as  he 
has  based  the  latter  upon  habitual  experience. 
Custom  attaches  men  to  the  form  of  state  to 
which  they  hare  become  accustomed,  and  secures 
its  duration  against  any  violent  attack.  The 
continuation  of  Wallenstein*s  speech  is  uttered  in 
the  very  spirit  of  Hume : 

**  Woe  to  the  tmpioiu  band  thmt  dares  to  touch 
The  dear  old  itock  hii  fathers  haye  beqneath'd  1 
There  it  a  sanctiffiDg  power  in  iftart; 
What  age  has  render'd  grey,  appears  diyine. 
Be  in  possession,  then  the  right's  thine  own. 
And  will  be  honot^d  by  the  moltttnde.** 

A  principle  repugnant  to  history  led  to  conse- 
quences equally  repugnant.  If  the  state  was  the 
product  of  a  mere  arbitrary  act  of  the  human 
will,  an  arbitrary  will  would  have  a  right  to  anni- 
hilate it  at  a  single  blow.  The  contract  theory 
led  to  a  revolutionary  theory.  If  it  was  once 
established  that  the  state  had  arisen  from  a  Udfula 

*  £siaj»  *  Of  the  Original  Contract**— J.  O. 

1X4 
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TCLsa  by  means  of  a  contract,  it  seemed  posdUe, 
and  even  just,  to  bring  it  back  to  a  tabula  rata 
by  means  of  a  new  contract.  If  one  coatract  pro- 
duced civil  order,  another  produced  civil  revolu- 
tion. The  contract  theory  of  a  Hobbes  became 
a  revolutionary  theory  in  the  mind  of  a  Rousseau. 
The  anti- historical  mode  of  thought  waa  followed 
by  an  anti-historical  mode  of  action.  The  moment 
arrived  when  the  given  state  was  actually  reduced 
to  a  tabula  rasa  ;  the  French  Revolution  came  to 
an  incurable  rupture  with  history;  the  Contrat 
Social  became  the  gospel  of  the  Convention ;  the 
theoretical  Rousseau  was  followed  by  the  prac- 
tical Robespierre,  in  whom  the  anti-historical 
mode  of  action  became  not  only  barbarous,  but 
even  grotesque.  ^ 

Hume  attacks  the  revolutionary  theory^  to- 
gether with  the  contract  theory,  on  natural- 
historical  grounds.  Here  his  arguments  against 
Rousseau  are  most  felicitous:  *' Would  these 
reasoners  but  descend  into  the  world,  they  would 
meet  with  nothing  that  in  the  least  corresponds 
to  their  ideas.  ...  In  reality,  there  is  not  a 
more  terrible  event  than  a  total  dissolution  of 
government,  which  gives  liberty  to  the  multitude, 
and  makes  the  determination  or  choice  of  a  new 
establishment  depend  upon  a  number^  which 
nearly   approaches  to  that  of  the  body  of  the 
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people ;  for  it  never  oomes  entirely  to  the  whole 
body  of  them.  Every  wise  man  then  wishes  to 
see  at  the  head  of  a  powerful  and  obedient  army 
a  general  who  may  speedily  seize  the  prize,  and 
give  to  the  people  a  master,  which  they  are  so 
unfit  to  choose  for  themselves.  So  little  oorre«> 
spondent  is  fact  and  reality  to  these  philosophical 
notions."*  If  the  revolution  really  became  a 
fact,  and  converted  a  Rousseau  into  a  Robes* 
pierre,  Hume  foresaw  what  he  would  desire — 
namely,  a  Napoleon.  If  we  compare  Hume  with 
Rousseau,  how  striking  is  the  contrast,  in  spite  of 
many  points  of  resemblance  I  They  both  stand 
on  the  very  threshold  of  the  French  revolution ; 
they  are  both  in  opposition  to  the  dogmatic  philo- 
sophy of  their  age  and  their  nations,  they  both 
seek  to  reduce  human  knowledge  to  a  natural 
faith,  and  to  purify  it  in  conformity  with  nature. 
This  conunon  opposition  to  the  same  adversary 
brought  them  together.  They  became  friends; 
and  Hume  afforded  the  persecuted  Rousseau  a 
hospitable  asylum  in  England.  A  difference 
afterwards  arose ;  and  they  became  enemies,  less 
from  any  fault  in  Hume  than  from  Rousseau's 
unhappy  suspicious  mind,  which  had  grown  into  a 
fixed  temperament.  They  were  opposed  to  each 
other,  one  being  a  seeptic,  the  other  a  visionary 

*  **  Of  the  Originil  Contract.'' 
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Utopian.  Rousseau  desired  an  ideal  state^  which 
Hume  sneered  at  as  a  man  of  the  world,  and 
attacked  as  a  politician.  Rousseau  advanced  a 
revolutionary  theory,  which  Hume  opposed  with 
every  argument  and  every  feeling.  Where  are 
their  spirits  to  be  found  in  the  time  of  the  actual 
revolution,  which  neither  lived  to  see?  They 
could  not  be  separated  by  a  wider  chasm.  Ro- 
bespierre studied  Rousseau's  Contrat  Social; 
and  Louis  XVI.  read  Hume's  ''  History  of  the 
Stuarts." 

Political  theorists  do  not  take  into  conndenr 
tion  the  historical  conditions  with  which  we  are 
interwoven,  and  from  which  none  of  us  can  or 
should — least  of  all  in  practice — fully  abstru^t 
himself.  We  have  a  sort  of  historical  pre-exist- 
ence  in  our  forefathers.  As  Socrates  excellently 
says,  he  is  obliged  to  obey  the  laws  of  his  country ; 
for  he  has  already  pre-existed  in  his  ancestors  as 
a  citizen  of  Athens.  The  empirical  philosophers, 
who,  least  of  all,  should  have  straitened  historical 
experience,  are  most  in  opposition  to  it.  The  ttibula 
rasa  of  which  they  speak,  exists  neither  within 
ourselves,  nor  externally  to  ourselves.  In  their 
theories  of  the  state,  they  presuppose  men  who 
find  themselves  in  a  position  to  make  a  state  for 
the  first  time,  and  come  directly  out  of  the  hand  of 
nature  as  a  fresh  generation.     This  hypothesis  is 
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false.  Those  men  never  existed ;  if  they  ever 
did,  there  would  be  no  history.  The  philosophers 
who  maintain  the  contract  theory,  abstract  from 
history;  this  is  their  pervading  faah,  which  is 
well  understood  by  Hume.  He  excellently  says, 
''  Did  one  generation  of  men  go  off  the  stage  at 
once,  and  another  succeed— as  is  the  case  with 
silkworms  and  butterflies, — ^the  new  race,  if  they 
had  sense  enough  to  choose  their  government, 
which  surely  is  never  the  case  with  men,  might 
voluntarily  and  by  general  consent  establish  their 
own  form  of  civil  polity,  without  any  regard  to 
the  laws  or  precedents  which  prevailed  among 
their  ancestors.  But  as  human  society  is  in  per- 
petual flux,  one  man  every  hour  going  out  of  the 
world,  another  coming  into  it,  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  preserve  stability  in  government,  that 
the  new  brood  should  conform  themselves  to  the 
established  constitution,  and  nearly  follow  the 
path  which  their  fathers,  treading  in  the  foot* 
steps  of  theirs,  had  marked  out  to  them.  Some 
innovations  must  necessarily  have  place  in  every 
human  institution;  and  it  is  happy  when  the 
enlightened  genius  of  the  age  gives  them  a  direc- 
tion to  the  side  of  reason,  liberty,  and  justice. 
But  violent  innovations  no  individual  is  entitled 
to  make.  They  are  even  dangerous  to  be  at- 
tempted by  the  legislature.     More  ill  than  good 
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is  to  be  expected  from  them."*  Hume  is  no 
enemy  of  *^  enlightemnent"  in  itself ;  he  is  only  an 
enemy  of  that  ordinary  anti-historical  enlighten- 
ment that  must  necessarily  be  of  an  artificial  kind, 
and  which,  far  from  educating  men,  treats  them  as 
plants  in  a  hot-house.  This  non-educational  and 
anti-historical  ''enlightenment,"  which  has  been 
called  not  inaptly  ''  spurious  enlightenment,"!  is 
attacked  by  Hume  from  a  far  higher  and  more 
enlightened  point  of  view,  which  approaches  his- 
torical thought.  For  the  same  reason  our  Less- 
ing  attacked  the  anti-historical  "  enlightenment." 
On  this  point  be  would  have  nothing  in  com- 
mon with  the  Wolfians,  and  took  no  interest  in 
the  experiments  of  Joseph  IL,  which  he  saw 
were  premature.  This  is  the  "  Something  that 
Lessing   6aid,"J   which   Jacobi  willingly   heard. 

•  Essaj,  «  Of  the  Original  Contract." 

t  "Aufklarerei."  This  modification  of  the  word ''AafkUunng*' 
gives  it  a  contemptnoos  turn ;  but  •*  Aufkliining'*  itself  is  used 
with  scarcely  less  contempt  bj  writers  opposed  to  the  philosophy 
of  the  eighteenth  century. — J.  O. 

t  "  Etwas,  das  Lessing  sagte,"  is  the  title  of  a  treatise  by  Jacobi 
commencing  with  these  words:— « I  once  heard  Lessing  say, that 
aU  that  had  been  maintained  by  Febronius,  and  the  partisans  of 
Febronios,  would  be  a  mere  unblushing  flattering  of  princes ;  for 
all  their  arguments  against  the  rights  of  the  pope  would  be 
cither  no  arguments  at  all,  or  they  would  tell  with  double  or  triple 
force  against  the  princes  themselves."  On  these  words  the 
treatise  is  based.  Justinus  Febronius  Is  the  pseudonym  of 
Johann  NicoUms  yon  Hontheim,  whose  work  on  the  State  of  the 
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While  Engliah  philoeophy^  in  the  person  of 
Hume,  perceives  that  the  ''enlightenment**  be- 
longing to  it  leaves  history  out  of  consideration, 
and  therefore  fails,  the  same  view  is  taken  by 
German  philosophy  in  the  person  of  Lessing, 
after  it  has  gone  through  a  certain  period  of 
anti-historical  thought,  most  inconsistent  with  its 
original  foundation.  While  English  philosophy, 
in  the  person  of  Hume,  arrives  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  ground  of  all  our  knowledge  is  faith  and 
feeling,  and  turns  this  conclusion  to  the  advan- 
tage of  scepticism,  the  same  result  is  arrived  at 
by  Hamann,  Herder,  and  with  the  greatest  clear- 
ness by  Jacobi,  and  turned  to  the  advantage  of 
religion.  The  English  sceptic  agrees  in  one  point 
with  these  Grerman  genius-thinkers*, — they  are 
all  philosophers  of  faith;  or  we  should  rather 
say  that  Hamann,  Herder,  and  Jacobi,  as  philo- 
sophers of  faith,  agreed  with  Hume.  It  was 
they  who  revered  the  sceptic,  in  the  cause  of  re- 
ligion ;  they  joined  with  him  against  the  dogmatic 
philosophy,  against  the  anti-historical  **  enlighten- 
ment,** against  an  insipid  and  impracticable  ration- 
alism.    Here  the  English  and  German  philoso- 

Chnrch,  and  the  Lawfu]  Anthoritj  of  the  Pope,  pablished  in  1 763, 
nude  ft  connderable  senMtion  thronghoat  Europe. — J.  O. 

*  **  Genio-denker."  This  expression,  I  conceiTe,  is  intended 
to  denote  those  thinkers  whose  thoughts  are  not  expressed  in  a 
formal  sjrstem.  At  all  eTents,  this  interpretation  will  fit  Hamann^ 
Herder,  and  Jaoobi. — J.  O. 
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pbera  shake  hands  with  each  other^  that  thej 
may  both  in  common  bring  this  dogmatic  pmod 
to  a  conclusion,  and  prepare  a  new  epoch. 

YL  Humb's  Contradiction,  and  Kant's  Solution.^ 

If  we  state  the  snm  total  of  Hume's  philoaophj, 
we  find  that  he  has  denied  metaphysics,  distin- 
guished mathematics  from  experience  (as  analy- 
tical from  synthetical  knowledge),  and  so  ex- 
pluned  the  latter  that  its  judgments  must,  without 
exception,  cease  to  be  accepted  as  universal  and 
necessary.  But  how  did  Hume  explain  ex- 
perience? By  the  idea  of  causality,  which  con- 
nects our  impressions.  And  how  did  he  exphiin 
this  idea?  By  custom.  And  how  this?  By 
oft-repeated  experience.  Thus  Hume  explains 
experience  by  —  experience.  He  presupposes 
what  he  has  to  explain ;  he  therefore  thinks  dog- 
matically, and  commits  the  very  fault  which  the 
sceptics  of  antiquity  had  remarked  in  the  dog- 
matic philosophers;    his  explanations  are  in  an 

*  Mj  intention  here  is  only  to  show  the  point  where  the  Engliih 
philosophy  results  in  the  Kantian.  The  dependent  posiUon  of 
Kant,  with  respect  to  the  English  philosophy,  before  he  went 
beyond  the  latter,  I  shaU  iwl  investigate  here.  Snch  an  ioTesti- 
(pition  would  be  foreign  to  my  theme,  and  bebngs  to  an  acconnt 
of  the  Kantian  phUoeophy,  to  which  I  am  den>ciog  an  especial 
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obvioos  circle,  exactly  correspondiog  to  the  figure 
which  the  ancient  sceptics  called  *' BidKKgiKofJ' 
A  drde  explains  nothing.  Hume  thus  far  has 
not  explained  experience ;  he  has  not  solved  the 
problem,  but  only  made  it  dear;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  has  made  it  so  very  clear,  has  defined  it 
so  sharply,  that  it  could  not  be  avoided  by  any 
independent  thinker  who  might  follow  him.  Nay, 
it  could  not  but  occur  to  the  philosophical  mind 
that  two  points  were  made  obvious:  one,  the 
necessity  of  solving  the  problem ;  the  other,  the 
impossibility  of  Hume's  solution.  Hume  has 
plainly  shown  the  next  goal  that  philosophy  must 
pursue,  and  also,  by  his  own  example,  the  road 
that  will  not  lead  to  it.  He,  who  understood  the 
problem,  had  necessarily  to  find  a  new  road  to  its 
solution.  This  road  must  manifestly  be  difierent 
from  those  which  had  been  taken  by  the  English 
philosophy  since  the  time  of  Bacon,  and  by  the 
German  mnce  Leibnitz.  Whoever  finds  the  right 
starting-point  for  this  goal,  makes  a  new  epoch 
in  the  history  of  philosophy.  The  goal  is  per^ 
eeived,  the  starting-point  is  found,  the  epoch 
is  made,  by  a  German  philosopher  trained  in  the 
Leibnitz-Wolfian  school, — one  in  whom  the  Ger- 
man mind  is  combined  with  the  English.  This 
philosopher  is  Immanuel  Kant  His  woric  is  an 
ofispriug  of  the  German  and  English  philosophies. 
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which  in  the  mind  of  Kant  came  into  fruitful 
contact  It  is  remarkable  enough  that  in  the  veiy 
origin  of  this  man  the  two  nationalities  were  united. 
His  family  had  emigrated  from  Scotland;  and 
thus,  through  his  forefathers,  he  was  a  countryman 
of  Hume,  whose  investigations  he  understood  and 
appropriated  to  himself,  more  than  those  of  any 
other  philosopher.  By  these  investigations  he 
saw  the  problem  at  which  philosophy  had  arrived ; 
and  at  the  same  time  he  perceived  that  by 
Hume's  process  nothing  was  explained.  Ex- 
perience, which  Bacon  had  made  the  instrument 
of  philosophy,  had  now  become  its  problematic 
object  Hume,  instead  of  explaining  it,  had  pre- 
supposed  it,  had  made  experience  itself  the  ground 
on  which  experience  was  to  be  explained.  At 
this  point  he  had  remained  dogmatical,  like  all 
the  rest  of  the  philosophers.  Locke  intended  to 
be  a  sensualist;  his  defect  was,  that  he  was  not 
sensualistic  enough ;  and  this  was  discovered  by 
Berkeley.  Hume  intended  to  be  a  sceptic;  his 
fault  was  that  he  was  not  sceptical  enough ;  this 
was  discovered  by  Kant  If  Hume  had  been 
more  sceptical,  he  would  have  explained  experience 
without  presupposing  it,  he  would  at  this  decisive 
juncture  have  divided  and  freed  himself  from  the 
dogmatical  philosophy ;  in  a  word,  he  would  have 
been  critieoL 
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YII.  Bacon  and  Kant. 

Ejmt  was  more  sceptical  than  Hume ;  he  dis- 
covered the  critical  point  of  view,  and  thus 
brought  about  the  crisis  that  led  to  a  new  epoch 
in  the  history  of  philosophy.  The  process  was 
really  very  simple.  He  took  exactly  the  same 
position  with  r^ard  to  experience  and  human 
knowledge  that  had  been  taken  by  Bacon  with 
respect  to  nature.  He  explained  the  facts  of 
experience  as  Bacon  had  attempted  to  explain  the 
facts  of  nature.  To  explain  a  fact  is  to  show, 
under  all  circumstances,  the  conditions  under 
which  it  occurs.  These  conditions  must,  under 
all  circumstances,  precede  the  fact,  and  must  be 
sought  before  the  fact  itself.  Kant  sought  the 
conditions  of  an  empirical  knowledge,  not  abaoe 
it,  like  the  German  metaphysicians,  nor  in  it,  like 
the  English  sensualists,  but  before  it ;  he  neither 
with  the  one  puty  presupposed  knowledge  in 
innate  ideas,  nor  with  the  other  presupposed 
experience  in  mental  impressions  and  their  re- 
peated connection.  He  analysed  the  fact  of  ex- 
perience, as  Bacon  analysed  natural  phenomena. 
As  Bacon  had  sought  the  power  of  nature  by 
which  things  are  effected  and  formed,  so  did 
Kant  seek  the  powers  or  faculties  of  knowledge, 
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which  constitute  experience.  The  conditions 
whichj  as  necessary  functions,  precede  experience, 
he  called  ^'  transcendental,"  and  by  this  woid 
designated  both  his  philosophy  and  the  faculty 
which  he  was  compelled  to  assume  as  prior  to  all 
knowledge,  or  which  he  discovered  to  be  prior  to 
all  knowledge  in  man.  Thus  that  which  Kant 
supposed  to  be  prior  to  knowledge  is  not  itoelf 
knowledge,  but  consists  of  the  knowledge-forming 
faculties,  that  in  themselves  are  empty.  These 
pure  faculties  are  called  by  Kant  the  ^'pure 
reason."  This  is  no  tabula  rasa,  like  the  human 
mind  according  to  Locke,  nor  is  it  an  t^gr^ate 
of  '^  innate  ideas,"  like  those  from  which  Leibnitz 
and  Wolf  sought  to  deduce  knowledge;  but  it 
consists  of  powers  that  constitute  man  a^  man,  — 
that  essence  of  humanity,  which  no  one  dis- 
covered before  Kant.  It  was  a  new  discovery, 
the  greatest  that  philosophy  has  made,  and  one, 
moreover,  which  it  will  neither  uproot  or  surpass. 
Bacon  sought  the  right  road  to  find  the  neces- 
sary laws  of  nature,  and  he  discovered  empirical 
philosophy.  Kant  sought  the  right  road  to  dis- 
cover the  necessary  laws  of  experience,  and  dis- 
covered transcendental  or  critical  philosophy. 
Bacon  asked  how  and  by  what  means  natural 
phenomena  are  possible.  Kant  asked  how  and 
by  what  means  are  physics,  mathematics,  and  me- 
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taphyncs  possible,  and  he  solved  his  questions  in 
the  «*  Critique  of  Pure  Reason,**  the  "  Novum 
Organum  "  of  a  new  philosophy.  To  this  work 
Grennan  philosophy,  rendered  fruitful  by  Englbh 
philosophy,  gave  birth.  Kant  was  a  dogmatical 
before  he  became  a  critical  philosopher;  and  he 
accomplished  the  transition  from  one  period  to 
the  other  under  the  influence  of  the  English  phi- 
losophy, especially  that  of  Hume.  Starting  from 
the  Leibnitz- Wolfian  philosophy,  and  passing 
through  that  of  Hume,  he  arrived  at  his  own. 
The  first  person  who  reveiwed  the  ''  Critique  of 
Pure  Reason  "  explained  Kant*s  philosophy  as  an 
Idealism  after  the  fashion  of  Berkeley.  Here- 
upon Kant  explidned  his  own  work  in  his  **  Pro- 
legomena to  all  future  Metaphysics,"  and  siud,  in 
reply  to  the  false  comparison,  that  David  Hume, 
rather  than  Berkeley,  was  the  philosopher  who, 
many  years  before,  had  awakened  him  out  of  his 
dogmatic  slumber,  and  had  given  a  totally  new 
direction  to  his  investigations  in  the  field  of  spe- 
culative philosophy.  Mindful  of  this  tendency, 
Kant  took  for  the  motto  of  his  *^  Critique  of 
Pure  Reason  "  the  words  of  Bacon,  from  the  pre- 
face to  the  **  Novum  Organum  ** — words  that  an- 
nounce the  great  fact  of  which  the  two  reformers 
of  philosophy  are  conscious. 

**  Of  ourselves  we  say  nothing ;   but  for  the 
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matter  of  which  we  treaty  we  desire  men  not  to 
regard  it  as  an  opinion,  but  as  a  necessarjr  work, 
and  to  hold  it  for  certain  that  we  are  laying  the 
foundation,  not  of  any  sect  or  theory,  but  of  that 
which  will  profit  and  dignify  mankind.  In  the 
next  place,  we  desire  that  they  should  fairly  con- 
sult the  common  adyantage,  and  themselves  par- 
ticipate in  the  remaining  labours.  Moreover,  that 
they  should  be  strong  in  hope,  and  not  pretend  or 
imagine  that  our  Instauration  is  an  infinite  work, 
surpassing  human  strength,  since  it  is,  in  reality, 
an  end  and  legitimate  termination  of  infinite 
error.*** 

*  Thig  is  rather  a  condensation  than  an  exact  qnotation. — J.  O. 
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(Referred  to  at  p.  87). 

The  entire  paasage  in  Spinoza's  letter,  which  is 
the  second  in  the  collection  of  Epistles,  is  as  fol- 
lows : — ^De  Bacone  parum  dicam,  qui  de  hac  re 
admodum  confiise  loquitur  et  fere  nihil  probat: 
sed  tantum  narrat.  Nam  primo  supponit,  quod 
intellectus  humanus  prsster  fallaciam  sensuum  sua 
sola  natura  fallitur,  omniaque  fingit  ex  analogia 
snie  natures  et  non  ex  analogia  universi,  adeo  ut 
ait  instar  speculi  inssqualis  ad  radios  rerum,  quod 
suam  naturam  naturas  rerum  immiscet,  &c.  Se- 
cundo,  quod  intellectus  humanus  fertur  ad  abs- 
tracta  propter  naturam  propriam,  atque  qu» 
fluxa  sunt,  fingit  esse  constantia,  &c.  Tertio, 
quod  intellectus  humanus  gliscat,  neque  consistere 
aut  acquiescere  possit ;  et  quas  adhuc  alias  causas 
adrignat,  fadle  omnes  ad  unicam  Cartesii  reduci 
poesnnt ;  scilicet,  quia  voluntas  humana  est  libera 
et  latior  intelleotu,  sive,  ut  ipse  Yerulamius 
( Aph.  49)  magis  confuse  loquitur,  quia  intellectus 
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luminis  Bicd  non  est;  sed  recipit  infusionem  a 
voluntate.      (Notandum   hie,  quod   Yemlaoiiiis 
sffipe  capiat  intellectum  pro  mente,  in   quo   a 
Cartesio  differt)     Hanc  ergo  cauBam,  cseteras  ut 
nullius  momenti  parum  curando,  ostendam  ease 
falsam ;  quod  et  ipsi  facile  vidissent,  modo  atten- 
dissent  ad  hoc,  quod  scilicet  voluntas  diflfert  ab 
hac  et  ilia  volitione,  eodem  modo  ac  albedo  ab  hoc 
et  illo  albo,  sive  humanitas  ab  hoc  et  illo  homine ; 
adeo  ut  aoque  imposribile  sit  concipere,  voluntatem 
causam    esse  hujus    ac   illius    volitionis,   atque 
humanitatem  esse  causam  Petri  et  Pauli.     Cum 
igitur  voluntas  non  sit,  nisi  ens  rationis,  et  ne- 
quaquam  dicenda  causa  hujus  et  illius  voluntatis ; 
et  particulares  volitiones,  quia,  ut  existant,  ^ent 
causa,  non  possint  dici  liberas,  sed  necessario  ant 
tales,   quales  a  suis   causb   determinantur ;    et 
denique  secundum  Cartesium,ipsissimi  errores  sint 
particulares  volitiones,  inde  necessario  sequitor, 
errores,  id  est  particulares  volitiones,  non  ^se 
llberas,  sed  determinari  a  causis  extemis ;  et  nuUo 
modo  a  voluntate,  quod  demonstrare  promisi,  ftc" 
The  complete  passage  in  Bacon  (Nov.  Oig.  L, 
49),  cited  by  Dr.  Fischer,  is  as  follows :  — "  Intel- 
lectus  humanus  luminb  sicci  non  est ;  sed  recipit 
infusionem  a  voluntate  et  affectibus,  id  quod  ge- 
nerat  ad  quod  vuU  scientias.     Quod  enim  mavult 
homo  verum  esse,  id  potius  credit 
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B. 

(Referred  to  at  p.  125). 

Gothe's  characteristic  of  Bacon,  in  the  ''  Theory 
of  Colours,'*  is  as  follows : — 

**  Generally  we  estimate  the  works  of  an  emi- 
nent man  by  the  effect  they  have  produced  on 
ourselves,  either  by  adyancing  or  retarding  our 
cultivation.  By  such  self-experiences  do  we 
pass  judgment  on  our  predecessors;  and  from 
this  point  of  view  may  that  be  regarded,  which 
we  venture  to  say  respecting  an  admirable  genius, 
who  appears  to  us  at  the  close  of  the  sixteenth 
and  the  commencement  of  the  seventeenth  century. 

''  What  Bacon  of  Y erulam  has  bequeathed  to  us 
can  be  divided  into  two  parts.  The  first  is  the 
historical  part,  which  is  chiefly  in  a  disapproving 
spirit,  pointing  out  previous  deficiencies,  reveal- 
ing lacufUB,  and  finding  fault  with  predecessors. 
The  second  part  we  would  call  the  instructive — 
didactically  dogmatic,  urging  to  new  labours,  ex- 
oidng,  promising. 

^  In  both  these  parts  there  is  for  us  something 
that  is  attractive  and  something  that  repels,  as  we 
shall  now  more  clearly  define.  In  the  historical 
part,  we  are  pleased  with  the  acute  insight  into 
all  that  has  gone  before,  and  more  especially  by 
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the  great  clearness  with  which  the  obstacles  to 
science  are  brought  forward.  We  are  pleased 
also  by  the  detection  of  those  prejudices  that  gene- 
rally and  particularly  hinder  the  further  {urogress 
of  mankind  But,  on  the  other  hand,  most  re- 
volting to  us  is  Bacon's  insensibility  to  the  xneritB 
of  his  predecessors,  his  want  of  reverence  for 
antiquity.  For  how  can  one  listen  with  patience 
when  he  compares  the  works  of  Aristotle  and  Plato 
to  light  planks,  which,  because  they  consst  c£ 
no  solid  material,  may  have  floated  down  to  as  on 
the  flood  of  ages  ?  In  the  second  part,  we  are 
displeased  by  his  requisitions,  which  are  loosely 
made,  and  by  his  method,  which  is  not  con- 
structive, complete  in  itself,  or  directed  to  a 
fixed  point,  but  promotes  isolation  (among  the 
departments  of  science).  On  the  other  hand,  we 
are  highly  gratified  by  his  encouragements,  his  in- 
citements, and  his  promises. 

*'  It  is  from  the  gratification  he  produces  that 
his  fame  has  arisen ;  for  who  does  not  love  to  hear 
narrated  the  defects  of  former  times  ?  who  does 
not  feel  confidence  in  himself?  who  does  not 
place  a  hope  in  posterity?  On  the  other  hand, 
that  which  is  displeasing  is  indeed  observed  by 
the  more  acute ;  but  it  is  treated  tenderly,  as  in 
fairness  it  ought  to  be. 

'^From  these  considerations  we  venture  to  explun 
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how  it  was  that  Bacon  should  he  bo  much  talked 
about,  without  producing  any  great  effect,  or  rather, 
when  his  effect  had  rather  been  injurious  than  use- 
ful For,  inasmuch  as  his  method,  so  far  as  he  can 
be  said  to  have  had  one,  is  exceedinglj  cumber- 
some, there  was  no  school  that  assembled  round 
either  him  or  his  remains.  Men  of  eminence  ne- 
cessarily succeeded,  who  rused  their  age  to  more 
consistent  views  of  nature,  and  rallied  around  them 
all  who  felt  a  love  for  comprehensive  science. 

<<  Moreover,  by  referring  man  to  experience,  he 
caused  them  to  fall — being  thus  left  completely  to 
themselves*- into  a  boundless  empirieu  Thus  they 
imbibed  such  a  horror  of  method,  that  they  re- 
garded disorder  as  the  true  element,  in  which  alone 
science  could  thrive.  We  will  allow  ourselves  to 
repeat  what  we  have  said,  in  the  form  of  a  simi- 
litude. 

**  Bacon  resembles  a  man  who  clearly  perceives 
the  irregularity,  insufficiency,  and  unwieldiness  of 
an  ancient  building,  and  can  explain  these  defects 
to  the  architects.  He  counsels  them  to  abandon  it, 
to  relinquish  without  scruple  the  soil,  the  materials, 
and  all  the  appurtenances,  to  look  out  for  another 
site,  and  to  raise  a  new  edifice.  He  is  an  excellent 
orator,  well  versed  in  the  art  of  persuasion :  he 
shakes  some  of  the  walls ;  they  fall  in,  and  a  partial 
removal  of  the  inhabitants  becomes  imperative. 


i 


508     FBANCIS  BACON  OF  YEBULAM. 

He  points  out  a  new  site ;  preparations  are  made ; 
but  the  groimd  is  everywhere  found  too  narrow. 
He  submits  new  plans^  but  they  are  neither  clearly 
intelligible,  nor  attractiye.  But,  above  all,  he 
speaks  of  new,  and  as  yet  unknown,  materials;  and 
now  is  the  world  well  served.  The  multitude  dis- 
perse in  every  direction,  and  bring  back  with  them 
infinite  details;  while  at  home,  new  plans,  new 
spheres  of  activity,  new  settlements,  occupy  the 
citizens,  and  absorb  their  attention. 

^'  In  spite  of  all  this,  and  on  account  of  all  this, 
the  works  of  Bacon  will  remain  a  valuable  treasure 
for  posterity,  especially  when  the  man  no  longer 
influences  us  immediately,  but  only  historically; 
which  will  soon  be  possible,  as  we  are  already 
separated  from  him  by  centuries." 

The  above  will  be  found  in  the  last  edition  of 
Gothe's  works,  voL  xxix.,  p.  88.  For  the  remarks 
on  Newton,  Dr.  Fischer  refers  to  the  same  edition, 
voL  zxviiL,  p.  293. 


THE  END. 
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